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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Brent Regan and Moura Regan, 
husband and wife, 
vs. 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-
Respondents, 
Jeff D. Owen and Karen A. Owen, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-
Appellants, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-r 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUPREME COURT 
CASE NO. 40848-2013 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Scott L Poorman 
PO Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83 83 5 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
Susan P Weeks 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
ATTORNEY FOR APPEALANT 
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Page 1 of 12 
First Judicial District Court- Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
Date 
3/11/2011 
3/29/2011 
4/1/2011 
4/4/2011 
4/5/2011 • 
4/18/2011 
4/19/2011 
7/12/2011 
7/19/2011 
7/22/2011 
8/25/2011 
9/1/2011 
Code 
NCOC 
SUM I 
AFSV 
AFSV 
NOAP 
MOTN 
MNDQ 
MNDQ 
ORDR 
ORDR 
DISA 
ORDR 
ANSW 
HRSC 
NTSV 
HRSC 
NTSV 
MNSJ 
User Judge 
RICKARD New Case Filed - Other Claims Benjamin R. Simpson 
RICKARD Filing: A- All initial civil case filings of any type Benjamin R. Simpson 
not listed in categories B-H, or the other A listings 
- --- - - --- -belew-Paid-by~P-eeFman,-Seett-b-(atterney-feF---------------------- ----- --------
Regan, Brent Ford) Receipt number: 0010498 
HUFFMAN 
Dated: 3/11/2011 Amount: $88.00 (Check) For: 
Regan, Brent Ford (plaintiff) and Regan, Moura 
(plaintiff) 
Summons Issued 
ROSENBUSCH Affidavit Of Service/Jeff Owen/03-12-11 
ROSEN BUSCH Affidavit Of Service/Jeff Owen obo Karen 
Owen/03-12-11 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
LISONBEE 
LISONBEE 
LISONBEE 
LISONBEE 
LISONBEE 
LARSEN 
LARSEN 
LARSEN 
CLAUSEN 
SREED 
BOOTH 
ZOOK 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Benjamin R. Simpson 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Weeks, 
Susan P. (attorney for Owen, Jeff D) Receipt 
number: 0014441 Dated: 4/1/2011 Amount: 
$58.00 (Check) For: Owen, Jeff D (defendant) 
and Owen, Karen A (defendant) 
Notice Of Appearance 
Motion for Extension of Time 
Motion To Disqualify 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Benjamin R. Simpson 
Amended Motion To Disqualify Benjamin R. Simpson 
Order Granting Defendants' Motion For Extension Benjamin R. Simpson 
Of Time 
Order Granting Motion To Disqualify Benjamin R. Simpson 
Disqualification Of Judge Simpson - Automatic Benjamin R. Simpson 
Order Assigning District Judge on Disqualification John T. Mitchell 
Without Cause- John P. Luster 
Defendants Owenses' Answer to Plaintiffs' John P. Luster 
Complaint - Susan Weeks OBO Defendants 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary John P. Luster 
Judgment 09/29/2011 03:00 PM) Set by Scott 
Poorman 
Notice Of Service - Plantiffs' First Request for 
Admissions, Interrogatories and Requests for 
Production to Defendants 
Hearing Scheduled (Status Conference 
09/08/2011 03:00 PM) 
Notice of Hearing 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
Notice Of Service Of Defendants' Response To John P. Luster 
Plaintiffs' First Request For Admissions, 
Interrogatories And Requests For Production To 
Defendants 
Plaintiffs' Motion For Partial Summary Judgment John P. Luster 
And Notice Of Hearing on 09/29/11 at 3:00 pm 
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First Judicial District Court- Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
Date Code 
9/1/2011 MEMS 
AFIS 
AFIS 
9/9/2011 DCHH 
HRSC 
9/15/2011 MISC 
AFFD 
9/20/2011 HRSC 
9/29/2011 DCHH 
ORDR 
10/19/2011 HRSC 
10/20/2011 MERN 
10/27/2011 MNCT 
MEMS 
AFIS 
AFIS 
User 
BAXLEY 
Judge 
Memorandum In Support Of Plaintiffs' Motion For John P. Luster 
Partial Summary Judgment 
BAXLEY Affidavit Of Brent Regan In Support of Plaintiffs' John P. Luster 
- - - -- - - ----- -- --Metien-Fer-Partiai-Summary-Juegment---------- --------------------
BAXLEY Affidavit Of Scott L Poorman In Support of John P. Luster 
Plaintiffs' Motion For Partial Summary Judgment 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
Hearing result for Status Conference scheduled John P. Luster 
on 09/08/2011 03:00PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: NONE 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: NONE - status conference was held 
informally in chambers 
Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial Scheduled John P. Luster 
06/04/2012 09:00 AM) 
Notice of Trial 
CRUMPACKER Defendants Response to Plaintiffs Motion for 
Summary Judgment 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of Weeks in Response to Plaintiffs John P. Luster 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
BOOTH Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary John P. Luster 
Judgment 01/25/2012 03:00PM) set by Susan 
Weeks 
BOOTH Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment John P. Luster 
scheduled on 09/29/2011 03:00 PM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Annne MacManus Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Set by Scott Poorman under 100 
pages 
BOOTH Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial John P. Luster 
Summary Judgment 
BOOTH Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/1 0/2011 04:00 John P. Luster 
PM) for preliminary injunction - set by Scott 
Poorman 
BAXLEY Mediation Results-Case NOT Resolved by John P. Luster 
Mediation 
BAXLEY Plaintiffs' Motion For Preliminary Injunction And John P. Luster 
Motion For Contempt And Notice Of Hearing on 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
11/10/11 at 3:00pm 
Memorandum In Support Of Plaintiffs' Motion For John P. Luster 
Preliminary Injunction And Contempt 
Affidavit Of Jonathon Verkist In Support Of John P. Luster 
Plaintiffs' Motion For Preliminary Injunction And 
Contempt 
Affidavit Of Scott Poorman In Support Of John P. Luster 
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First Judicial District Court- Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
Date 
' 10/27/2011 
11/2/2011 
11/4/2011 
11/9/2011 
12/7/2011 • 
12/8/2011 
12/13/2011 
12/14/2011 
12/15/2011' 
Code 
AFIS 
FILE 
OBJT 
AFFD 
AFFD 
AFFD 
NOTH 
HRVC 
HRSC 
AFFD 
AFFD 
PBRF 
AFFD 
NOTC 
MOTN 
MOTN 
NTSV 
MISC 
DCHH 
User Judge 
BAXLEY Affidavit Of Brent Regan In Support Of Motion For John P. Luster 
Preliminary Injunction And Contempt 
BAXLEY ***************New File #2 Created***************** John P. Luster 
· · -BAX-CEY -------tV1otionFor EnlargemenfOfTime To-File--
Objection To Preliminary Injunction 
John P. Luster 
CRUMPACKER Defendants Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for John P. Luster 
Preliminary Injunction 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of Jeff DOwen in Response to Plaintiffs John P. Luster 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of Karen Owen in Response to Plaintiffs John P. Luster 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of Weeks in Response to Plaintiffs John P. Luster 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
GAVIN Amended Notice Of Hearing John P. Luster 
BOOTH Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John P. Luster 
11/10/2011 03:00PM: Hearing Vacated for 
preliminary injunction - set by Scott Poorman 
BOOTH Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/14/2011 03:00 John P. Luster 
PM) preliminary injunction - Scott Poorman 
CRUMPACKER Supplemental Affidavit of Scott Poorman in John P. Luster 
Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction & Contempt 
CRUMPACKER Supplemental Affidavit of Brent Regan in Support John P. Luster 
of Motion for Preliminary Injunction & Contempt 
CRUMPACKER Plaintiffs Reply Brief in Support of Motion for John P. Luster 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
Preliminary Injunction & Contempt 
Affidavit Of Bruce Anderson, Kootenai County 
Surveyor 
Notice Of Election To Cross Examine The 
Adverse Party's Affiants 
Motion To Strike Hearing and Motion to Strike 
Rebuttal Affidavits 
Motion To Shorten Time To Hear Motion To 
Strike Hearing and Motion to Strike Rebuttal 
Affidavits 
CRUMPACKER Notice Of Service of Defendants 1st Set 
Interrogatories & Requests for Production of 
Documents to Plaintiff 
CRUMPACKER Enrty of Not Gulty Plea & Acknowledgment of 
Rights & Demand for Jury Trial 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
BOOTH Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John P. Luster 
12/14/2011 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing Hel 
Court Reporter: Anne MacManus Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: preliminary injunction - Scott 
Poorman under 1 00 pages 
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First Judicial District Court- Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
Date 
1/3/2012 
1/5/2012 
1/9/2012 
1/25/2012 
2/21/2012' 
3/1/2012 
3/6/2012 
3/16/2012 
3/20/2012 
3/26/2012 
3/27/2012 
3/28/2012 
3/29/2012 
Code 
ORDR 
PLWL 
NTSV 
HRVC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
DFWL 
CNTR 
NOHG 
MOTN 
MOTN 
NOHG 
MOTN 
OBJT 
FILE 
MNSJ 
MEMO 
AFFD 
AFFD 
NOTH 
ORDR 
DCHH 
DEN I 
User Judge 
BOOTH Notice and Order vacating Hearing John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
CRUMPACKER Plaintiffs Expert Witness Disclosure 
LEU 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
Notice Of Service 
Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment John P. Luster 
scheduled on 01/25/2012 04:00PM: Hearing 
Vacated set by Susan Weeks 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 04/30/2012 01:30 John P. Luster 
PM) 1/2 day- set by Scot Poorman 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary John P. Luster 
Judgment 04/25/2012 04:00PM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/29/2012 04:00 John P. Luster 
PM) for relief from pretrial order 
CRUMPACKER Defendant's Expert Witness Disclosure John P. Luster 
John P. Luster DEGLMAN 
DEGLMAN 
DEGLMAN 
DEGLMAN 
LEU 
BAXLEY 
ZOOK 
VICTORIN 
ROBBINS 
ROBBINS 
ROBBINS 
ROBBINS 
ROBBINS 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
Counterclaim 
Notice Of Hearing John P. Luster 
Defendants' Motion for Leave to Amend John P. Luster 
Pleadings to Add a Counterclaim for Trespass 
Defendants' Motion for Relief from Uniform John P. Luster 
Pretrial Order 
Notice Of Hearing 
Motion To Shorten Time 
Plaintiffs Objection to Defendants' Motion for 
Relief from Pretrial Order 
**********FILE #3 CREATED********** 
Defendants' Motion For Summary Judgment 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
Defendants' Memorandum in Support of Motion John P. Luster 
for Summary Judgment 
Affidavit of Weeks in Support of Defendants' John P. Luster 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
Affidavit of David Johnson in Support of Plaintiffs' John P. Luster 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
Notice Of Hearing 
Order granting motion to shorten time 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John P. Luster 
03/29/2012 04:00PM: District Court Hearing Hel 
Court Reporter: Kerri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: for relief from pretrial order under 
100 pages 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
03/29/2012 04:00PM: Denied for relief from 
pretrial order 
John P. Luster 
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First Judicial District Court- Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff DOwen, Karen A Owen 
Date Code 
3/29/2012 HRVC 
User 
BOOTH 
Judge 
Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment John P. Luster 
scheduled on 04/25/2012 04:00PM: Hearing 
Vacated 
---3/3G/~0'1-2--- ---HR-SG-- ----B00""F"H-- - --Hearing-Seheeulee-(Metien-te-Gemf:)el-- ----- JehnP-o-buster--
04/25/2012 04:00 PM) and motion in limine (20 
4/5/2012 
4/6/2012 
4/11/2012 
4/12/2012 
4/16/2012 
4/20/2012 
4/24/2012 
4/25/2012 
NOTC 
HRSC 
OSCI 
NOHG 
MNCT 
MNLI 
MOTN 
SUB I 
SDTI 
SDTI 
SDTI 
SDTI 
AFSV 
AFSV 
AFSV 
AFSV 
SUB I 
NOTC 
OBJT 
OBJT 
MEMS 
DCHH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
minutes) 
Notice of Trial- 4/30/12 1:30pm John P. Luster 
Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial Scheduled 
04/30/2012 01 :30 PM) re: contempt 
John P. Luster 
Order To Show Cause for Preliminary Injunction- John P. Luster 
4/30/12 1 :30 pm 
CRUMPACKER Notice Of Hearing John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
CRUMPACKER Motion to Continue Contempt Trial 
CRUMPACKER Motion In Limine Regarding Prescriptive Period 
BAXLEY Motion To Srike Affidavit Of Bruce Anderson 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
Subpoena Issued To Daron Neet 
Subpoena Duces Tecum Issued To Deputy P John P. Luster 
Meehan K-2349 
Subpoena Duces Tecum Issued To Jon Verkist John P. Luster 
Subpoena Duces Tecum Issued to Deputy H John P. Luster 
Case 
CRUMPACKER Amended Subpoena Duces Tecum to JV John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
LEU Affidavit Of Service-P.M.-4/19/12 
LEU 
LEU 
LEU 
Affidavit Of Service-H.C.-4/17/12 
Affidavit Of Service-J.V.-4/13/12 
Affidavit Of Service-D.N.-4/16/12 
LEU Subpoena Duces Tecum John P. Luster 
LEU Plaintiffs' Notice Of Intent To Present Testimony John P. Luster 
And Evidence, And To Cross Examine Witnesses 
CLEVELAND Plaintiffs' Objection to Defendants' Motion to John P. Luster 
Continue Hearing and Motion to Strike Affidavit of 
Bruce Anderson 
BAXLEY Plaintiffs' Objection To Defendants' Motion In John P. Luster 
Limine 
BAXLEY 
BOOTH 
Reply Memorandum In Support Of Motion In John P. Luster 
Limine Regarding Prescriptive Period 
Hearing result for Motion to Compel scheduled John P. Luster 
on 04/25/2012 04:00PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Valerie Nunemacher 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 100 pages 
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First Judicial District Court - Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
Date Code User Judge 
4/26/2012 HRVC BOOTH Hearing result for Court Trial Scheduled John P. Luster 
scheduled on 04/30/2012 01:30PM: Hearing 
Vacated re: contempt 
~-- ---
-I-IRSG- - --BOO+FI-- -1--lear-ing-Scheduled-(G<::>urt-T"I"iai-Scheduled-- - J<::>hn-P.-busteF 
05/31/2012 09:00AM) 
BOOTH Notice of Trial John P. Luster 
HRVC BOOTH Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John P. Luster 
04/30/2012 01:30PM: Hearing Vacated 
plaintiffs' motion for preliminary injunction and 
motion for contempt 1/2 day - set by Scot 
Poorman 
5/8/2012 NOTR BAXLEY Notice Of Transcript Delivery - Deponent John P. Luster 
Jonathan Verkist 
5/9/2012 HRSC BOOTH Hearing Scheduled (Motion in Limine John P. Luster 
05/24/2012 04:00 PM) set by Susan Weeks 
5/14/2012 NOHG BAXLEY Notice Of Hearing (05/24/12 at 4:00pm) John P. Luster 
MNLI BAXLEY Motion In Limine To Preclude Witnesses From John P. Luster 
Testifying 
AFIS BAXLEY Affidavit Of Weeks In Support Of Motion In Limine John P. Luster 
To Preclude Witnesses From Testifying 
SUB I BAXLEY Subpoena Issued To Any Hart John P. Luster 
SUB I BAXLEY Subpoena Issued To Pat Honeyman John P. Luster 
MOTN HUFFMAN Motion To Shorten Time John P. Luster 
5/15/2012 FILE CRUMPACKER New File Created***4*** John P. Luster 
5/16/2012 AFFD HUFFMAN Affidavit Of Scott Poorman In Support Of John P. Luster 
Plaintiffs' Objection To Defendants' Motion In 
Limine 
MOTN HUFFMAN Plaintiffs' Motion For Relief From Pre-Trial Order John P. Luster 
To Serve Supplemental Discovery And Motion To 
Shorten Time 
MISC HUFFMAN Plaintiffs' Objection To Defendants' Motion In John P. Luster 
Limine 
NOHG HUFFMAN Notice Of Hearing On Plaintiffs' Motion For Relief John P. Luster 
From Pre-Trial Order To Serve Supplemental 
Discovery And Motion To Shorten Time 
NTSV HUFFMAN Notice Of Service - Plaintiffs' Supplemental John P. Luster 
Answers To Defendants' Interrogatories & 
Requests For Production 
5/18/2012 SUB I CRUMPACKER Subpoena Issued PM John P. Luster 
SUB I CRUMPACKER Subpoena Issued HC John P. Luster 
5/21/2012 DEFX CRUMPACKER Defendant's List Of Exhibits John P. Luster 
DFWL CRUMPACKER Defendant's Witness List John P. Luster 
5/22/2012 I PLWL DEGLMAN Plaintiffs Witness List John P. Luster 
PLTX DEGLMAN Plaintiffs List Of Exhibits John P. Luster RAGAN, ETAL VS.  OWEN, ETAL SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 40848-2013 7 of 141
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First Judicial District Court - Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff DOwen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
Date 
5/22/2012 
5/23/2012 
5/25/2012 
5/30/2012 
6/1/2012 
6/7/2012 
6/8/2012 
Code 
ANSW 
MEMS 
PLTX 
SDTI 
SDTI 
DCHH 
CONT 
HRSC 
HRSC 
NOTC 
DCHH 
HRSC 
DCHH 
HRSC 
HRSC 
FILE 
User 
DEGLMAN 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
Plaintiffs' Supplemental Answers to Defendants' 
Interrogatories 
Reply Memorandum In Support Of Motion In 
bimine-l"G-Preclude-Witnesses-F'rGm-Testifying--
Piaintiffs CORRECTED Exhibit List 
Subpoena Duces Tecum Issued To Deputy P 
Meehan KCSD 
Subpoena Duces Tecum Issued To Deputy H 
Case KCSD 
Judge 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
Hearing result for Motion in Limine scheduled on John P. Luster 
05/24/2012 04:00 PM: District Court Hearing Hel 
Court Reporter: Anne MacManus Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 1 00 pages 
Hearing result for Court Trial Scheduled John P. Luster 
scheduled on 06/04/2012 09:00AM: Continued 
3 DAY COURT TRIAL 
Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial Scheduled John P. Luster 
05/31/2012 09:00AM) contempt/preliminary 
injunction 
Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial Scheduled John P. Luster 
12/03/2012 09:00AM) 4 DAY COURT TRIAL 
#1 PRIORITY SETTING 
BOOTH Notice of Hearing John P. Luster 
CRUMPACKER Notice of Election to Cross Examine the Adverse John P. Luster 
Party's Affiants & to Produce Testimony 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
Hearing result for Court Trial Scheduled John P. Luster 
scheduled on 05/31/2012 09:00AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Amy Wilks - CDA Reporting 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: over 1 00 pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/04/2012 03:30 John P. Luster 
PM) continue preliminary injunction hearing 
Notice of Hearing John P. Luster 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John P. Luster 
06/04/2012 03:30PM: District Court Hearing Hel 
Court Reporter: Amy Wilkins - CDA Reporting 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: continue preliminary injunction 
hearing - over 1 00 pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/10/2012 03:00 John P. Luster 
PM) entry of preliminary injunction 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary 
Judgment 08/30/2012 03:00 PM) 
John P. Luster 
CRUMPACKER New File Created***5*** Expando John P. Luster 
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First Judicial District Court- Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff DOwen, Karen A Owen 
Date Code User Judge 
6/13/2012 BNDC VIGIL Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 24852 Dated 
6/13/2012 for 1 0000.00) 
John P. Luster 
.6/19/2012 ORDR BOOTH Order Granting Preliminary Injunction 
-Order on -Motions-(May 24~012hearin-g) ·· 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster .. -67Z072-0'rT - ·oRoR··· -B-OOTH 
7/5/2012 
7/24/2012 
8/10/2012 
8/14/2012 1 
8/15/2012 
8/16/2012 
HRVC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRVC 
HRSC 
AFFD 
AFFD 
AFFD 
AFFD 
BUTLER 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
BUTLER 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John P. Luster 
07/10/2012 03:00PM: Hearing Vacated entry of 
preliminary injunction - Per Poorman's office 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary John P. Luster 
Judgment 10/02/2012 03:00PM) set by Weeks 
Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial Scheduled John P. Luster 
12/03/2012 09:00AM) Hearing result for Court 
Trial Scheduled scheduled on 12/03/2012 09:00 
AM: Hearing Vacated 4 DAY COURT TRIAL 
#1 PRIORITY SETTING 
Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment John P. Luster 
scheduled on 08/30/2012 03:00PM: Hearing 
Vacated 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 08/30/2012 03:00 John P. Luster 
PM) to Reconsider 15 min - Weeks 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of Scott L Poorman in Support of John P. Luster 
Plaintiffs 2nd Motion for Summary Judgment 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of Harold D Smart in Support of Plaintiffs John P. Luster 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of thomas R Collins in Support of John P. Luster 
Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of David English in Support of Plaintiffs John P. Luster 
Motion for summary Judgment 
PBRF CRUMPACKER Brief in Support of Plaintiffs Second Motion for John P. Luster 
Summary Judgment 
MNSJ CRUMPACKER Plaintiffs 2nd Motion For Summary Judgment & John P. Luster 
Notice of Hearing 
FILE LEU New File Created--#5--CREATED John P. Luster 
HRSC 
SDTR 
AFFD 
MEMO 
MOTN 
BOOTH 
BOOTH 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Summary 
Judgment 09/13/2012 09:00 AM) TIME 
CHANGE FROM 3:00 PM TO 9:00 AM 
Notice of Hearing 
CLEVELAND Subpoena Duces Tecum Returned - Harold 
Smart 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
CLEVELAND Affidavit of Karen Owen in Support of Defendants' John P. Luster 
Motion to Modify Preliminary Injunction 
CLEVELAND Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motion John P. Luster 
to Modify Preliminary Injunction 
CLEVELAND Defendants' Motion for Leave to AMEND John P. Luster 
Affirmative Defenses 
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First Judicial District Court - Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
Date 
8/16/2012 
8/20/2012 
8/27/2012 
8/30/2012 
9/4/2012 
9/5/2012 
9/6/2012 
9/13/2012 
9/18/2012 
Code 
MOTN 
MOTN 
NOTC 
NOTC 
AFSV 
AFFD 
DCHH 
MEMO 
AFFD 
AFFD 
AFFD 
MEMS 
DFWL 
MNSJ 
NOHG 
PBRF 
DCHH 
PBRF 
AFFD 
AFFD 
AFFD 
User Judge 
CLEVELAND Defendants' Motion to Modify Preliminary 
Injunction 
John P. Luster 
CLEVELAND Motion for Contempt John P. Luster 
·· John-P. luste( CLEVELAND 
CLEVELAND Notice of Hearing on Pending Motions John P. Luster 
John P. Luster HUFFMAN Affidavit Of Service-H.S.-8/15/12 
BAXLEY 
BOOTH 
MCNEIL 
Affidavit Of Brent Regan In Opposition To John P. Luster 
Defendants' Motion To Modify Preliminary 
Injunction 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John P. Luster 
08/30/2012 03:00 PM: District Court Hearing Hel 
Court Reporter: Deborah Burnham 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: to Reconsider 15 min - Weeks 
under 1 00 pages 
Dedendants' Memorandum in Opposition to John P. Luster 
Plaintiffs' Second Motion for Summary Judgment 
MCNEIL Affidavit of Weeks in Response to Plaintiffs' John P. Luster 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of Jeff DOwen in Support of Defendants John P. Luster 
2nd Motion for Summary Judgment 
CRUMPACKER Affidavit of Susan P Weeks in Support of John P. Luster 
Defendants 2nd Motion for Summary Judgment 
CRUMPACKER Memorandum In Support Of Defendants 2nd John P. Luster 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
CRUMPACKER Defendant's Supplemental Expert Witness John P. Luster 
Disclosure 
CRUMPACKER Defendants 2nd Motion For Summary Judgment John P. Luster 
CRUMPACKER Notice Of Hearing John P. Luster 
John P. Luster CRUMPACKER Plaintiffs Reply Brief in Support of Plaintiffs 
Second Motion for Summary Judgment 
BOOTH 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
BAXLEY 
Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment John P. Luster 
scheduled on 09/13/2012 09:00AM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: under 100 pages 
Plaintiffs' Brief In Opposition To Defendants' John P. Luster 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment 
Affidavit Of Brent Regan In Opposition To John P. Luster 
Defendants' Second Summary Judgment Motion 
Affidavit Of Harvey Richman In Opposition To John P. Luster 
Defendants' Second Summary Judgment Motion 
Affidavit Of Ben Tarbutton In Opposition To John P. Luster 
Defendants' Second Summary Judgment Motion 
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First Judicial District Court - Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff DOwen, etal. 
User: DEGLMAN 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
I 
Date Code User Judge 
9/18/2012 AFFD BAXLEY Affidavit Of Scott Poorman In Opposition To John P. Luster 
Defendants' Second Summary Judgment Motion 
9/25/2012 MOTN MCNEIL Motion for Enlargement of Time to File John P. Luster 
-Defendants' Reply-in-Support-of Sec<;md-Motic:m- --
for Summary Judgment 
9/27/2012 MEMO LEU Reply Memorandum In Support Of Defendants' John P. Luster 
10/2/2012 
11/7/2012 
11/8/2012 
11/9/2012. 
11/19/2012 
11/21/2012 
11/27/2012 
11/29/2012 
12/6/2012 
12/20/2012 
1/23/2013 
2/7/2013 
DCHH 
DEOP 
HRSC 
FILE 
PLWL 
NOTC 
HRVC 
HRVC 
ORDR 
MISC 
NOTR 
NOTR 
STIP 
ORDR 
Second Motion For Summary Judgment 
BIELEC Hearing result for Motion for Summary Judgment John P. Luster 
scheduled on 10/02/2012 03:00PM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Keri Veale 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Under 100 set by Weeks 
BOOTH Decision and Order re: Plaintiffs' Second Motion John P. Luster 
for Summary Judgment and Defendants' Second 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
BOOTH Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/29/2012 03:00 John P. Luster 
PM) Rule 54(b) 
CRUMPACKER New File Created***?*** 
CRUMPACKER Plaintitrs Amended Witness List 
MCKEON Notice Of Acceptance Of Rule 68 Offer Of 
Judgment On Counterclaim 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
BOOTH Hearing result for Court Trial Scheduled John P. Luster 
scheduled on 12/03/2012 09:00AM: Hearing 
Vacated Hearing result for Court Trial Scheduled 
scheduled on 12/03/2012 09:00AM: Hearing 
Vacated 4 DAY COURT TRIAL #1 PRIORITY 
SETTING 
BOOTH Hearing result for Motion scheduled on John P. Luster 
BOOTH 
11/29/2012 03:00PM: Hearing Vacated Rule 
54(b) 
Order Granting Leave to File Trespass 
Counterclaim 
CRUMPACKER Counterclaim 
CRUMPACKER Notice Of Transcript Delivery 
MCKEON Notice Of Transcript Delivery SW 
ZOOK Stipulation for Dismissal of Contempt Claims 
CLEVELAND Order Dismissing Motions for Contempt and 
Releasing Cash Deposit 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
CVDI CLEVELAND Civil Disposition entered for: Owen, Jeff D, John P. Luster 
Defendant; Owen, Karen A, Defendant; Regan, 
Brent Ford, Plaintiff; Regan, Moura, Plaintiff. 
Filing date: 2/7/2013 
FJDE CLEVELAND Judgment John P. Luster 
STAT CLEVELAND Case status changed: closed John P. Luster 
RAGAN, ETAL VS.  OWEN, ETAL SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 40848-2013 11 of 141
Date: 5/14/2013 
Time: 08:50 AM 
Page 11 of 12 
First Judicial District Court- Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff DOwen, Karen A Owen 
Date Code User 
2/8/2013 BNDE CLEVELAND Cash Bond Exonerated (Amount 1 0,000.00) 
AFFD CRUMPACKER Plaintiffs Affidavit for Attorney Fees & Costs 
MCAF CRUMPACKER Plaintiffs Memorandum Of Costs And Attorney 
· -- -- - - -Fees--- --- --- - ------ ---- -------
2/22/2013 MOTN CRUMPACKER Defendants Motion to Disallow Costs & Attorney 
Fees 
MEMS CRUMPACKER Defendants Memorandum In Support Of Motion 
to Disallow Costs & Attorney Fees 
3/7/2013 HRSC BOOTH Hearing Scheduled (Motion 04/03/2013 03:00 
PM) objection to attorney fees/costs - set by 
Scott Poorman 
STAT BOOTH Case status changed: Closed pending clerk 
action 
3/8/2013 NOHG MCKEON Notice Of Hearing On Defendants' Motion To 
Dissallow Costs And Attorney Fees 
3/21/2013 HRVC BOOTH Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
04/03/2013 03:00 PM: Hearing Vacated 
objection to attorney fees/costs - set by Scott 
Poorman 
HRSC BOOTH Hearing Scheduled (Motion 04/09/2013 03:00 
PM) for attorney fees 
HUFFMAN Filing: L4 - Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal 
to Supreme Court Paid by: Weeks, Susan P. 
(attorney for Owen, Jeff D) Receipt number: 
0012483 Dated: 3/21/2013 Amount: $109.00 
(Check) For: Owen, Jeff D (defendant) and 
Owen, Karen A {defendant) 
BNDC HUFFMAN Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 12485 Dated 
3/21/2013 for 100.00) 
APDC DEGLMAN Appeal Filed In District Court 
4/1/2013 MISC DEGLMAN Clerk's Certificate of Appeal 
4/3/2013 ANHR BAXLEY Amended Notice Of Hearing (04/09/13 at 3:00 
pm) 
4/5/2013 MISC DEGLMAN Amended Clerk's Certificate of Appeal 
4/9/2013 DCHH BURRINGTON Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
04/09/2013 03:00PM: District Court Hearing Hel 
Court Reporter: Keri Veare 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 1 00 pages 
4/30/2013 NLTR DEGLMAN Notice of Lodging Transcript- Keri Veare 15 
pages 
NLTR DEGLMAN Notice of Lodging Transcript- Keri Veare 27 
pages 
NLTR DEGLMAN Notice of Lodging Transcript- Keri Veare 34 
pages 
User: DEGLMAN 
Judge 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
John P. Luster 
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First Judicial District Court - Kootenai County 
ROAReport 
Case: CV-2011-0002136 Current Judge: Rich Christensen 
Brent Ford Regan, etal. vs. Jeff D Owen, etal. 
Brent Ford Regan, Moura Regan vs. Jeff D Owen, Karen A Owen 
Date Code User 
5/3/2013 NLTR DEGLMAN Notice of Lodging Transcript- Valerie 
Nunemacher 32 pages 
5/10/2013 ADMR VIGIL Administrative assignment of Judge (batch 
pmcess) __ 
- --
5/13/2013 NLTR DEGLMAN Notice of Lodging Transcript- Jackie Stefani for 
Amy Wilkins 404 pages 
5/14/2013 NLTR DEGLMAN Notice of Lodging Transcript- Jackie Stefani for 
Amy Wilkins 404 pages 
NLTR DEGLMAN Notice of Lodging Transcript- Anne Brownell 28 
pages 
User: DEGLMAN 
Judge 
John P. Luster 
Rich Christensen 
Rich Christensen 
Rich Christensen 
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Scott L. Poorman, ISB #4 701 
SCOTT L. POORMAN, P.C. 
8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Post Office Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: (208) 772-6800 
Facsimile: (208) 772-6811 
Attorney for plaintiffs 
2011 K~.R I I PM 12: 43 
~ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs, 
v. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 11- ;( 13 (p 
COMPLAINT 
Fee Category A. 
Fee: $88.00 
Plaintiffs, BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, husband and wife, (hereafter "REGAN") 
complain and allege against the above-named defendants as follows: 
1. Plaintiffs are residents of Kootenai County, Idaho, and are the record owners of certain real 
property located in Kootenai County, Idaho, legally described in Exhibit "1" attached and 
incorporated herein (hereafter referred to as the "REGAN Property"). 
2. Defendants JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, husband and wife, (hereafter 
"OWEN") are residents of Kootenai County, Idaho, and the record owners of certain real 
property located adjacent to the REGAN Parcel (hereafter referred to as the "OWEN 
Parcel"). 
Complaint 
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3. Defendants OWEN took title to the OWEN Parcel under a Warranty Deed recorded on 
February 11, 2003 as Kootenai County Instrument No. 1781225. A certified copy said 
Warranty Deed is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "2". 
4. Access to the REGAN Property described in Exhibit "1" is via a private easement and 
existing roadway that begins at the comer of South Bonnell Road and continues westerly to 
the eastern boundary of the REGAN Property. 
5. For the convenience of the Court, the REGAN Property, the OWEN Parcel and the private 
roadway are shown on the parcel map and aerial photograph attached and incorporated 
herein as Exhibit "3". 
6. On December 28, 1988, under Kootenai County Instrument No. 1137747, Alexander H. 
Hargis, John W. Acheson, Jr. and M. Eileen Acheson, husband and wife, and Thomas R. 
Collins and Judy Baker, as Grantors, conveyed the OWEN Parcel to Harold D. Smart and 
W. Jean Smart, husband and wife, and reserved an easement for "roadway and all utility 
purposes" over and across the North thirty (30) feet of the OWEN Parcel for the benefit of 
the "Grantors, their heirs, successors and assigns." A certified copy of Kootenai County 
Instrument No. 1137747 is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "4". 
7. On June 5, 1989, under Kootenai County Instrument No. 1150484, Alexander H. Hargis, 
John W. Acheson, Jr. and M. Eileen Acheson, husband and wife, and Thomas R. Collins 
and Judy Baker, as Grantors, conveyed Parcel No. 14230 shown on Exhibit 3 to Robert L. 
Doney and Debora L. Doney, husband and wife, and reserved an easement for "roadway 
and all utility purposes" over and across the South thirty (30) feet of parcel No. 14230 for 
the benefit of the "Grantors, their heirs, successors and assigns." A certified copy of 
Complaint Page2 
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Kootenai County Instrument No. 1150484 is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit 
"5". 
8. On June 28, 2000, Robert L. Doney and Debora L. Doney, husband and wife, conveyed 
Parcel No. 14230 to Joseph H. Lonam and Margarita M. Lonam, husband and wife, under a 
warranty deed recorded as Kootenai County Instrument No. 163 993 8. A certified copy of 
Kootenai County Instrument No. 1639938 is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit 
"6". Joseph H. Lonam and Margarita M. Lonam, husband and wife, are the current owners 
ofparcel No. 14230. 
9. On March 24, 1988, under Kootenai County Instrument No. 1112028, Alexander H. 
Hargis, John W. Acheson, Jr. and M. Eileen Acheson, husband and wife, and Thomas R. 
Collins and Judy Baker, as Grantors, conveyed Parcel No. 11844 shown on Exhibit 3 to 
Patricia H. Hart, and reserved a strip of land 30 feet in width lying parallel and adjoining 
the Southerly boundary for "utility and roadway purposes." A certified copy of Kootenai 
County Instrument No. 1112028 is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "7". 
10. On August 25, 1997, Patricia M. Hart, conveyed Parcel No. 11844 to Patricia M. Reid and 
Larry W. Reid, wife and husband, under a Quitclaim Deed recorded as Kootenai County 
Instrument No. 1502545. A certified copy of Kootenai County Instrument No. 1502545 is 
attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "8". 
11. Larry W. Reid conveyed his interest in Parcel No. 11844 to Patricia H. Reid under a 
Quitclaim Deed recorded on November 2, 1999 as Kootenai County Instrument No. 
1612681. A certified copy of Kootenai County Instrument No. 1612681 is attached and 
incorporated herein as Exhibit "9". 
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12. Patricia Y. Honeyman, who acquired title as Patricia H. Reid, quitclaimed her interest in 
Parcel No. 11844 to herself and Michael L. Aragon under Kootenai County Instrument No. 
1823081 recorded on August 20, 2003. A certified copy of Kootenai County Instrument 
No. 1823081 is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "10". Patricia Y. Honeyman 
and Michael L. Aragon are the current owners of Parcel No. 11844 shown on Exhibit 3. 
13. Under a "Real Estate Contract" recorded on October 2, 1989 as Kootenai County 
Instrument No. 1162426, Leslie Jean Schunemann Marchelli, as trustee ofthe Leslie Jean 
Schunemann Marchelli Trust, purchased the REGAN Property from Alexander H. Hargis, 
John W. Acheson, Jr. and M. Eileen Acheson, husband and wife, and Thomas R. Collins 
and Judy Baker, as Sellers. A certified copy ofKootenai County Instrument No. 1162426 
is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "11". 
14. Title to the REGAN Property was conveyed to Leslie Jean Schunemann Marchelli, as 
trustee of the Leslie Jean Schunemann Marchelli Trust, under a Statutory Warranty Deed 
recorded on April 30, 1999 as Kootenai County Instrument No. 1586858. A certified copy 
of Kootenai County Instrument No. 1586858 is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit 
"12". 
15. Plaintiffs REGAN purchased and took title to the REGAN Property from the Leslie Jean 
Schunemann Marchelli Trust under a Warranty Deed recorded on March 3, 1999 as 
Kootenai County Instrument No. 1578141. A certified copy of Kootenai County 
Instrument No. 1578141 is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "1". 
16. The conveyances by Alexander H. Hargis, John W. Acheson, Jr. and M. Eileen Acheson, 
husband and wife, and Thomas R. Collins and Judy Baker of the OWEN Parcel (No. 
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14159), the REGAN Property (No. 18204), Parcel Nos. 11844 and 14230, inadvertently 
created the "Orphan Parcel" shown on Exhibit 3 attached hereto. 
17. On April 14, 2004, the Kootenai County Treasurer took title to the Orphan Parcel by Tax 
Deed recorded as Kootenai County Instrument No. 1869850. A certified copy of said Tax 
Deed is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "13". 
18. Defendants OWEN took title to the Orphan Parcel under a County Deed recorded on 
November 28, 2005 as Kootenai County Instrument No. 1997638. A certified copy of said 
County Deed is attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit "14". 
First Cause of Action 
Interference with Easement Rights 
19. As the successor of the Grantors ofthe Owen Parcel, plaintiffs REGAN have express 
easement rights for "roadway and all utility purposes" over and across the North thirty (30) 
feet of the OWEN Parcel. 
20. As the successor of the Grantors of Parcel Nos. 11844 and 14230, plaintiffs REGAN have 
easement rights for "roadway and all utility purposes" over and across the South thirty (30) 
feet ofParcel Nos. 11844 and 14230. 
21. Defendants OWEN are blocking and unreasonably obstructing REGAN's use of the 
recorded easement over the North thirty (30) feet of the OWEN Parcel. 
22. Defendants OWEN are blocking and unreasonably obstructing REGAN's use of the 
recorded easements over the South thirty (30) feet of Parcels 11844 and 14230 as shown on 
Exhibit 3 attached hereto. 
23. Plaintiffs REGAN have an implied easement over that portion of the existing access 
roadway that is located on the Orphan Parcel now owned by defendants. 
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24. The defendants' obstruction of the plaintiffs' easement rights creates the potential for great 
and irreparable harm to the plaintiffs. 
25. The plaintiffs are entitled to a preliminary injunction requiring the defendants to remove all 
obstructions to the existing access road and easements that serve the REGAN Property and 
to refrain from otherwise interfering with the plaintiffs' easement rights. 
26. The plaintiffs are entitled to a permanent injunction restraining the defendants from any 
future attempts to obstruct or interfere with the plaintiffs' easement rights and prohibiting 
the defendants from trespassing on or damaging the plaintiffs' real property. 
Second Cause of Action 
Reformation of Warranty Deed 
27. The Orphan Parcel was created by a mistake in the survey of and/or legal description for 
the OWEN Parcel (No. 14159) shown on Exhibit 3. 
28. The mistake that resulted in the creation of the Orphan Parcel was unknown to Alexander 
H. Hargis, John W. Acheson, Jr. and M. Eileen Acheson, husband and wife, and Thomas R. 
Collins and Judy Baker when they first conveyed the OWEN Parcel to Harold D. Smart 
and W. Jean Smart, husband and wife, on December 28, 1988. 
29. The mistake that resulted in the creation ofthe Orphan Parcel was unknown to REGAN 
and OWEN at the time REGAN and OWEN acquired their respective parcels. 
30. The easements reserved over the North thirty (30) feet of the OWEN Parcel and over the 
South thirty (30) feet of Parcel Nos. 11844 and 14230 were intended to be joined together 
to form a single, sixty (60) foot wide easement area for roadway and utility purposes. 
31. The legal description for the OWEN Parcel (No. 14159) as described in Exhibit 2 attached 
hereto should be reformed by the Court to include the Orphan Parcel and to reflect the 
intent of the Grantors of the OWEN Parcel. 
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32. In the alternative, the easement reserved over the North thirty (30) feet of the OWEN 
Parcel (No. 14159) should be reformed by the Court to include the Orphan Parcel. 
Third Cause of Action 
Prescriptive Easement 
33. The existing private roadway shown in the aerial photograph on Exhibit 3 has existed in its 
present location since at least 1979. 
34. Plaintiffs REGAN, and their predecessors in interest, have maintained, improved and made 
open, notorious, continuous, adverse and uninterrupted use of the existing roadway in its 
present location for more than twenty (20) years prior to the filing of this action. 
35. Plaintiffs REGAN have vested prescriptive easement rights over that portion of the existing 
roadway that is located on the Orphan Parcel. 
Fourth Cause of Action 
Declaratory Judgment and Quiet Title 
36. A dispute has arisen between the plaintiffs and the defendants regarding the location and 
use of the easements conveyed and reserved in their respective title chains, and that dispute 
is unresolved and ripe for adjudication. 
37. Plaintiffs seek a declaratory judgment from the court determining the true legal boundary 
common to the REGAN Property, the OWEN Parcel, and Parcel Nos. 14230 and 11844, 
and determining the plaintiffs' easement rights over the OWEN Parcel and over the 
existing roadway shown on Exhibit 3. 
38. Plaintiffs seek a decree quieting the plaintiffs' title against any and all claims of the 
defendants to the REGAN Property and easement rights. 
39. The plaintiffs have been forced to retain the services of an attorney for the purpose of filing 
this action. The plaintiffs are entitled to an award of reasonable attorney fees and costs 
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incurred in this matter, or $3,000 in the event of a default being entered against the 
defendants. 
WHEREFORE, plaintiffs pray for the following relief: 
A. For an Order declaring the plaintiffs' rights and status with respect to the easements 
reserved for the benefit of the plaintiffs' real property described herein; 
B. For a Decree quieting the plaintiffs' title against any and all claims of the defendants to the 
plaintiff's real property; 
C. For a preliminary injunction requiring the defendants to remove all obstructions to the 
existing access roadway shown in Exhibit 3, and and to refrain from otherwise interfering 
with the plaintiffs' access; 
D. For a permanent injunction forever barring and enjoining the defendants and their 
successors from interfering with the plaintiffs' use and enjoyment of the easements 
described herein or as declared by the Court, and from asserting any adverse claim against 
or right to said easements; 
E. For an Order declaring a prescriptive easement in favor of the plaintiffs to use that portion 
of the existing roadway located on the Orphan Parcel; 
F. For an Order reforming the legal description of the OWEN Parcel (No. 14159) to include 
the Orphan Parcel, or reforming the easement running over the North thirty (30) feet of the 
OWEN Parcel to include the Orphan Parcel and rejoining said easement with the easements 
reserved over the South thirty (30) feet ofParcel Nos. 11844 and 14230; 
G. In the event this matter is contested by the defendants, for an award of all reasonable 
attorney fees and costs incurred by the plaintiffs; and 
H. For such other relief as the Court deems just and equitable. 
Dated this J1 day of March, 2011. 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)ss. 
County of Kootenai ) 
Verification · 
Brent Regan, being first duly sworn, deposes and says as follows: 
I am one ofthe-plaintiffs-named-in the above-captioned case; I am competent to testify regarding 
the facts and matters at issue in this case based upon my personal knowledge and information. I 
have read the foregoing Complaint and I hereby verify that the facts and allegations stated 
therein are true and correct. ~ 1'-. £/ 
~~=======~-~=-
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me on this _!1:_ day of 
Complaint 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
KERRY L. ROBERTS 
STATE OF IDAHO 
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117 3496TGW 
1578141 
• 
1$ t 
A Pioneer Company 
. ~TATE Or lDAh(l ) 
¢011NTY OF 1\00TE'NA.I ) 88 )fQNii~ REOIIt'ST OF . 
-·TITLE -eO: 
PIONEER TITLE COMPANY Hu 3 2 n PH '99 
OF KOOTENAI COUNTY OMO E :. J £ N G Lf S H 
100 Wallace Ave. I Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 I Telephone (208) 664 B>IS4 ~ .A 
.I'EEt DEPUTY 1ti! 
WARRANTY DEED 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED LESLIE JEAN SCHUNEMANN MARCHELLI, as Trustee under the 
LESLIE JEAN SCHUNEMANN MARCHELLI Trust, dated July 10, 1989 
the Grantor , do es hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey unto BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, husband 
and wife 
the Grantees I whose address is bl 00 &r~ ~ oo.A, ~"l)A;;:::ea. ~~ ~ 141 
the following described premises, to-wit: 
SEE EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF FOR LEGAL DES.CRIPTION, 
TO HA VB AND TO HOLD the said premises, with their appurtenances unto the said Grantee •, their heirs and 
assigns forever. And the said Grantor d_,s hereby covenant to and with the said Grantee s, that she is 
the owner in fee simple of said premises; that said premises are free from all encumbrances BXCBPT (1) Current and 
Future taxes and irrigation assessments if applicable (2) Covenants, Conditions, restrictions and reservations of record 
(3) Basements and Right of ways of record and in view 
and that she will warrant and defend the same from alllawful,clalms whatsoever. 
Dated: February 26, 1999 
LESLIE JEAN SCHUNEMANN MARCHELLI 
dated July 10, 1989 
~ 
~'mOP IDAHO, COUNI'Y OP 
I hereby certify that thlllnatNmont wu filed for a recold at tho 
requutor 
at mlnutu pest o'clock m., thll 
day or 19 , In my olllco, and duly 
recoldod In Book of Doodlat pap 
&-omcJo Recolllor 
~----------------------------Deputy. 
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Schedule B (continued) 
Polley No. 
File No. 73496 
Page 2 
1578141 
PARCEL 1: 
Exhibit "A" 
Tracts 6 through 11, FIRST ADDITION TO SUNNYSIDE, according to the plat recorded In the Office of the County 
Recorder, Kootenai County, Idaho, In Book "C" of Plats, page 96. 
PARCEL II: 
A tract of land In Sections 27, 28 and 34 all In Township 50 North, Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai County, Idaho, and 
more particularly described as follows: 
Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Section 34; thence South 00'28'2r West along the West line of the 
Northwest quarter said Section 34 a distance of 692.12 feet: thence South 89•22'06" East a distance of 445.88 feet; 
thence South 00°29'37" West a distance of 947.36 feet to the Intersection with the Northerty rlght·of-way of the 
County Road; thence South 89°22'06" East along the right of way a distance of 1336.62 feet; thence North oo•33'0r 
East a distance of 947.35 feet; thence North 89°22'06" West a distance of 428.28 feet: thence North 00'26'26" East 
a distance of 716.49 feet to Point "A" for this description; thence North 89'07'4r West a distance of 183.40 feet to 
a point of curve; thence along a 400.00 foot radius curve to the left a distance of 97.97 feet to Point "B" for this 
description, curve chord bears South 83°61'13" West a distance of 97.73 feet; thence North 01°33'661 East a 
distance of 798.39 feet; thence South 89°07'43" east a distance of 264.67 feet: thence North 01'33'6r East a 
distance of 515.10 feet; thence North 89°16'28" West a distance of 996.30 feet: thence North 01°63'12" East a 
distance of 634.66 feet to the Intersection with the Southerly right of way of the County Road; thence North 89°20'52" 
West along said right of way a distance of 300.92 feet to the Intersection with the Easterty right of way of the County 
Road; thence South 01 °59'38" West along said right of way a distance of 634.21 feet; thence North 89'16'28" West 
a distance of 30.01 feet to Point •c• for this description; thence South 01•59'39" West a distance of 38.48 feet to a 
point of curve; thence along a 750.00 foot radius curve to the right a distance of 198.68 feet, curve chord bears 
South 09°34'45" West a distance of 198.00 feet; thence South 17•09'51" West a distance of 280.48 feet to Point "D" 
for this description; thence North 89'40'69" West a distance of 668.64 feet to the Intersection with the West line of 
Lot 5, First Addition to Sunnyside; thence South 01 °50'44" West along the West line of Lot 6 and Lot 12, said First 
Addition to Sunnyside a distance of 804.60 feet to the Intersection with the North line of the County right of way; 
thence North 89°69'14" East along said right of way a distance of 686.25 feet to the Intersection with the West line 
of the Southwest quarter said Section 27; thence South 01 °59'39" West a distance of 25.02 feet to the Point of 
Beginning. 
A strip of land 30.00 feet In width within the above tract of land which adjoins and Ilea parallel to the courses 
between Point "A" and Point •e• as described therein Is reserved as an easement for access and utility purposes to 
adjacent lands. 
ALSO 
A strip of land 30.00 feet In width within the above tract of land which adjoins and lies parallel to the courses 
between Point •c• and Point "D" as described therein Is reseJVed as an easement for access and utQity purposes to 
adjacent lands. 
PARCEL Ill: 
A parcel of land In the Southwest quarter of Section 27, Township 60 North, Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai County, 
Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
The East half of the Southwest quarter of the Northwest quarter of the Southwest quarter of said Section 27, LESS 
a strip of land reserved for public roadway described as follows: 
SCHBlULEA 
Commitment 
----------·--·--·---- .. -
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BEGINNING at the Northwest corner of the above tract: thence 
South 89•20'52" East along the North line of said East half of the Southwest quarter of the Northwest quarter of the 
Southwest quarter a distance of 330.87 feet to the Northeast corner of said tract: thence 
South 01 •46'47" West along the East line of said tract a distance of 26.89 feet to a point on a curve; thence 
Wester1y around the curve, being concave to the North a distance of 47.57 feet, radius being 383.25 feet, delta angle 
being 7°30'12" ; thence 
North 89°20'52" West 30 feet South of and parallel to the North line of the above described tract, a distance of 
283.55 feet to the Intersection with the West line of the above tract: thence 
North 01 °53'12" East along the West line of said tract 30.01 feet to the Point of Beginning. 
PARCEL IV: 
The West half of the Southeast quarter of the Northwest quarter of the Southwest quarter of Section 27, Township 
50 North, Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai County, State of Idaho. 
STATE OF IDAHO 
ss. 
County of KOOTENAI 
On this day before me, TWILA G, WILLCUT the undersigned, a Notary Public, 
personally appeared LESLIE JEAN SCHUNEMANN MARCHELLI 
as trustee/s of the LESLIE JEAN SCHUNEMANN MARCHELLI TRUST 
to me known to be the individual/s described in and who executed the within and foregoing instrument as said trustee/s, and 
acknowledged that SHE signed the same as trusteels of said st and as 
HER free and voluntary act and deed for said trust, for the uses a s therein mentioned. 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT· TRUSTEE 
Pioneer Title Co. 
WARRANTY DEED 
TAPE . If this certificate is detached from the 
U1183 
STATE OF IDAHO } 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI S$. MAR 0 4 2011 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUE COPY OF 
THE ORIGINAL NOW ON FILE OR RECORD IN THiS OFFICE 
'1)'\S-\'('~MJt~ ~ t->1(314 \000 
~~~~~·~---Commitment 
ORT Form 3120 
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1781225 WARRANTY DEED 
For Value Reooived 
David T. Hanna and Helen T. Hanna, husband and wife 
Hereinafter called the Grantor, hereby grants, bargains, sells and conveys unto 
Jeff D. ONen and Karen A. 0\Nen, husband and wife 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF tWOTEtiAI 
AT THE REQUEST OF __ 
First American IltleTonlp~­
ZOOJ FEB I I P 3: 48 
l)t:IN!El J. ENGL~ . 
FEES_~EPU~Y __ (o __ = 
wnoseaddresss: ¢:JD9 c o!WvyOQLL ~ # zzq ~cl' C~ ,{ld 
Hereinafter called the Grantee, the folioM1"9 described premises situated in Kootenai Cou~, Idaho, to-wit <6' 3 ~ 1 tf 
"AS PER EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF." 
SUBJECT TO all easements, rf::lht of ways, covenants, restrk:::tions, reseNations, applicable bui(jing and zoning 
ordinances and use regulations and restridions of record, and payment of accruing present year taxes and assessmenls 
as agreed to by~ albove. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the saki premises, with its appurtenances unto the said Grantee and to the G!antee's 
heirs and assigns forever. And the said Grantor does hereby covenant to and with the said Grantee, that the Grantor is 
the owner in fee simple of said premises; that said premises are free from all encumbrances exoopt current years !axes, 
laves, and assessments, and exoopt U. S. Patent reservations, restridions, easements of record, and easements visible 
upon the premises, and that Grantor will warrant and defend the same tom all claims whatsoever. 
STATE OF Idaho 
)ss. 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAJ . 
. -{i") ~ }'Y\ a..t./1 
On this 5 day of February, 2003, before me Jeeejf:lelil'le Se~geaFft; personally appeared David T. Hanna and Helen T. 
Hanna, known or identified to me (or proved to me on the oath ot), to be the person(s) wtlose name(s) are subsaibed to 
the within instrument, and ac:knoMedged to me that they executed the same. 
~ Yhcu tv......~ 
Notary Public of Idaho C _J ; /11 11 A ~ ~ -IJc/.__ 
Residing at 61~1 races, 'f'lesF!iA§Ignce 1 t J...... Q.... (....IUUU lJj, 
Commission Expires:~4.Q4 .... :~// q / 0 '7 
Exhibit " t_. u 
Page~of z 
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
All that portion of the Northwest quarter of Section 34, Township 50 North, Range 3 
W.B.M., Kootenai County, State of Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of the Northwest quarter of said Section 34, 
thence 
South 00°25'26" West along the East line of the Northwest quarter, a distance of 
680.98 feet to a point distant North 00°25'26" East 1955.43 feet from the Southeast 
corner of the Northwest quarter of said Section 34, thence 
North 89°22'06" West a distance of 660.00 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING of 
this description; thence 
Continuing North 89°22'06" West, a distance of 660.00 feet; thence North 00°25'26" 
East a distance of 680.00 feet more or less to a point on the North line of said 
Northwest quarter; thence 
South 89°07'48" East along the North line of said Northwest quarter, a distance of 
660.00 feet more or less to a point of intersection with a line drawn North 00°25'26" 
East from the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence 
South 00°25'26" West, a distance of 680.00 feet more or less to the POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
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1137747 WARRANTY DEED 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED 
Alexander H. Hargis and -Hargis husband-and-·wHe, John 
1~. Acheson, Jr. and ~1. Eileen Acheson, husband and wife, and Thomas R. 
collins and Judy Baker, as Co-Personal Representatives of the Estate of 
the Grantors , do hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey unto 
R.C. Collinsi; 
deceased ' ; 
Harold D. Sv.art and 1~. ,Jean Smart, husband and 1vife 
the Grame<s , whme addrc"-< is /60 --JulflO.(/l(!f( 
the following described premises, to-wit: 
see Exhibit "A" het·eto attached and made a part hereof for legal description. 
See Exhibit "B" for additional signatures 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises, with their appurtenances unto the said Grantee , 
their heirs and assigns forever. And the said Grantdil do hereby convenant to and with the 
said Grantees , that t hgr are the owner in fee simple of said premises; that said premises 1\to·free from all 
encumbrances except covenants, conditions, restrictions and reservations . .o'( 1y'etbttl .>· .. 
easements of record and general taxes (and irriation assessments, if .a~Ji~i~~bl_e)·.:fO:(·. ;•, 
subsequent years, ~<hich are not yet due and payable. / ·.:{., -~~l(!;, ·,:'.\':::, · ~~ 
~- : ?! ;:~ ~~.ft;.' <~ ; !•; ; ~ ~ :-::_\ •·:'-!!l'lQII [} i : ~' and that will warrant and defend the same from all lawful claims whatsoever. 
. .>I:::::::~:::s~:"" ~ 
.I ~~ 
they 
Dated: November 25, 1988 
Ca,~&~)f~. 
;(!exander H. Hargis 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT - Individual 
- STATE OF _,\J-.:"':'\'-'~-'---· County of • ss. 
On th;s \Cj day of \:>e>ero.ber . ;n 
the year of \9Y,)<, before ·ne ~CJ.I I , S\ro~ -------::-..,...----;---,-.,...-:-;--•~ notary public. 
personally appeared £1\e~:ili.Ai'r \.\: \\.,.rx0S 1 
"\:o'n.n I!.\ Prche"O" ""Sa . kno\Yn or 
- fl'\. ertkrt, P.ch~~'C· 
identified to me to be the person ...:..2 whose name_,_ __ _ 
subscribed to th!! \t.·ithin instrum~nt, and acknowledged to 
me that ~.::J-- ~executed the same. 
Notary PubHc)::-"·~~ B 
Residing at: AD 1"4. tt:hE 
~~ 
M, esov u 
1. 't:L.(u....-,:, (jeJ..g~....J --
STATE oF IDAHo. couNTY oF Kootenai 
I hereby certify thar this instrument was filed for record 
at the request of PKlNER TITLE COMPANY 
at ~,-minutes past fl E C- o'dackAm., 
th;s ! ) day of D ·2 8 lMtm 
19 , in my office, an~ duly recorded in Book 
of Deeds at page 
SHIRLEY D&ITZ 
Ex~Officio Recorder 
Mail to: 
PIONEER TITLE COMP.J\.NY 
OF KOOTENAI COUNlY 
~ 
tA 
~';! 
~ 
t ~J f: 
1' 
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EXHIBIT "A" 
Order No. 33093 SECOND 
All that portion of the Northwest quarter of Section 34, Township 50 North, 
Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai County, State of Idaho, more particularly described 
as follows: 
Corrmencing at the Northeast corner of the Northwest quarter of said Section 34, 
thence South 00°25'26" West along the East line of the Northwest quarter, a 
distance of 680.98 feet to a point distant North 00°25'26" East 1955.43 feet 
from the Southeast corner of the Northwest quarter of said Section 34, 
thence North 89°22'06" Wes~ a distance of 660.00 feet to the True Point of 
Beginniny of this description; thence continue North 89°22'06" West, a distance 
of 660.00 feet; thence North 00°25'26" East a distance of 680.00- feet more or 
less to a point on the North line of said Northwest quarter; thenc~ South 
89°07'48" East along the North line of said Northwest quarter,·a distance 
of 660.00 feet more or less to a point of intersection with a line drawn 
North 00°25'26" fast from the point of beginning; thence South 00°25'26" 
West, a distance of 680.00 more or less to the Point of Beginning. 
Reserving therefrom an easement for roadway and all utility 
purposes over, under, across and along the North 30 feet of said 
property for the benefit of Grantors, their heirs, successors and 
assigns. Upon the request of Grantors, Grantees agree to deed 
said northerly 30 feet to the appropriate municipal entity if 
Grantors desire to dedicate said 30 feet to the public for roadway 
and related purposes. 
API:'ROVED: 
GRANTORS: 
'"1t~~~:t~' 
M. EILEEN ACHESON 
::~Adz.~~ 
THOl-1AS R. COLLINS 
rsonal Representative 
By: 
1 
,_ c//ce. "L--
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EXHIBIT "B" 
THO~~S R. COLLINS, as Co-Personal Representative 
of the Estate of R.C.COllins, deceased 
of the 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 
ss. 
County of Snohomish 
ON THIS DAY personally appeared before me THOMAS R .. COLLINS and 
JUDY BAKER, to me knowa to be the Co-Personal Representatives of the 
Estate of R.C. Collins, the estate that executed the foregoing 
instrument, and acknowledged the said instrument to be the free and 
voluntary act and deed of said estate, for the uses and purposes 
therein mentioned, and on oath stated that they are authorized to 
execute the said instrument. 
GIVEN under my hand and official seal· this 2±h day of December, 
1988. 
N . . (0 ftJ , ........ ,, ~ \ ,· . ' ·::"'r'' CLVLLC..S..t'LI . ~}.)-· . ':-l, .. J.•·'·. 
NOTARY PUBLIC in and for the, S-t~p~~··;·~ 
of Wash~ng~on ~ re~iding at -~-~ ~- ~~- · .. _ 
My comml.ssl.on exp1.res ~Q : ~-'~- ·, , : 
- )~ . - : 
: ·1 ·. ;. ·''··, 0 •\ ,., . : 
·('"",... .\ _____ ~_,_.:··:::··.~ .'·:~:'~ :·.-::::::·-:: .c 
. '. ~ . ' ...... 
i. 1 
STIJE Of IDAHO } 
OOUNTYOFKOOTENAI ss. MAR 0 4 2011 ·· ..... ,.,.( .. · 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE FOREOOING IS A TRUE COPY OF 
THE ORIGINAL NOW ON FILE OA RECORD IN THIS OFFICE ~~~,~~~,~~~~~000 
CUFfORDTJ'!YES a@o~<&-~~ 
C ecorder 
3'b~~~ . 
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;·,_ )1\ \:·\1.1 IE 1\I'L"E!\'E[) 
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·-,, 
·.: 'j" ·· .. 
WARRANTY '&EED 
'',,,_ 
.-\J,•xo~ndt>r· i!. ll.tlq!S, .ts l:t~: :-:nlt· dl:•.i S"}t.l:l'tJI:r:o }'l"llJ.ll'"·:'l'l.y, ,lnlm \\'. 
:\\'hf~!-i,_HJ,,i:- . .-tJJd ~1. Ft Jr .. .-•JI .-\r·ilr'SI_ll:, ii!JSh'·Hid <'!:lid ~"t'i fe, aru.i T1 tl.li~!.-.:J!-:; 11. 
· ·ll1ns .1nd ,iu•lv i'.t!-:,.,., .1 ..... (_',,-j•.~;-~,!ll;tl H•·J•P .. SPJ!ldt i\·P~-; \,r 1-.~ f.':-;i.:-ll.t:o 
d-~· t ;r.u~•,•t '-i • dt• he-rd~\ fT:ll•i. i ,r~:un, ~t.·ll and 1 •'n\·c;· \1Ill0 
of R.C.Colllns, 
cieceHscd 
:'. !:o·r! l ... l.'•!~·_,y .t!ul {.):·!-..-,,_, L. !)•nr:y, j,usl),·HHi .-•nd \,·ifr 
u:servillq tJ"y,reft:0."1\ .'ln ease1ne.nt for roam•<'~Y and all utility purrx>ses over, ili"'lder, 
accoss .1r~d alona the S<..A•th JO fe"'!\: of said property for the benefit of Grantors, 
c.hoir heii.:J, su;C<C'-'se>rs ao.J assigns. Upon the r""-;uest of Grantors, Grantees agxee 
to cieed s;Jiu sc•ttheLl·: }fo fe"'t. to the appr<'['riate J,tmicipal entity if Grantors 
•'iesir'} to dedlcate said 30 [.:'0 ~ L,-:> the public for rca.dway and related pw:"[X)ses. 
TO HAV[ AND TO HOLD the o;aid rrem:~~s. wath tl,e:.- appurtenances unto the said GrHnt~~ 
their hcir5 omd a~s.igns fort\'cr. t\nd the said Grantors do hl•reby convenant to :~nd with the 
said Grantee :; • thm they it P?. the- et>'''1Cr in fee simpi~ of said prf"misesi th~t $aid premises are fr~e from all 
C'ncumbranccsexcept covenant£, conditions, restrictions and reserJ.9.tions of record, 
easements of record and general taxes (and irrigation assessments, if applicable) for 
the year 1989 and subsequent years, ~<hich are not yet due and payable, 
and that Lhe y wtll warrant an.J defend the same from <.lllawf~l claims whatsoever. 
,.· 
Hi 
:J 
~J 
~':! 
Dated: ~lay 12, l'ltl9 ; , ~ 
~•it·~7J-~------ C)_)~_,_·tJ C,_v-/~"'~· ~ 
l\lexM4t;r H. !Jan,J~S ~· .<y:heson, Jr. , , . 
_d)} -i!du --" (t,,).,~~---- ( / ' ~~~ 
·lee ·1·" ·;, 1R. Col Tim:;-;-asco-Personal Represent a · ~ 
ti\'e of the Estate of R.C.Collins, deceased ~fill 
RE'presentative f the Estate of R.C.Collinjl,. de'ieased. , · 
STArE OF IDAHO, COUNTY OF I\.00L8nBI ;. :1 
idemified to me to be.~ rhe personS._ whose nam,• $_ ____ _ 
suhscribcd to the- within il\!'trum~nt. ;:e:-~d :~d:tH'WI('d~<'d ,,, 
me that ______ ___::!: he~ exe~utl·J the ... ;~··· 
Notary rublic~~r · ~ a-.-~j 
Rcsu::!mg at: ~~,- -••1"''. :. __ _ 
I herd."\' ccrtifp that this instrument was filed for record ~! j 
., ,h. requs'-t IONEER TITLE ~MPA~ ~J~ 
"'. JUN '\'!'i!m~ast o'doc m., .;:; 
thiS ;) day o( ~ ;; 
J0 , in my office, and duly recorded in Book 
of Deeds a1 pa~c 
SHIRLEY DEITZ 
Ex-Officio Re<order 
~- . i !.: 
,., 
''i ., 
:':1 ( ~ 
:.•t 
··. 
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STi\TE OF h'.i\SHI::GT0>: 
ss. 
COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH 
ON THJ S DAY persor,ally appeared before me T:!OMAS P. COLLINS 
and JVDY BAKER, ~s Co-r~rsonal Representatives of the Estate of 
H.C. ':.:OLLI!\S, Dec·:>asEd, to rr:e known to be the individuals 
descrlbed in and \dlO exf~cuted the • ..:ithin and fore9oing instrument 
and acknowledged the said instrument to be the free and voluntary 
act and deed of said estate, for the uses and purposes therein 
r.t!'!ntior.ed, and on oati1 stated that they are authorized to execute 
the said instrument. 
GIVEN under my hand and official seal this -~o-th day of 
/'lay, 1989. 
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EXIIlB!T "A" 
Order flo. 33723 
A tract of land in the Southwest quarter of Section 27, Township 50 North, 
Range 3 \LB.I·\., Kootenai Coun~y. Llaho, and more particularly described iiS 
fo 11 ows: 
Commenc~ng at the South quarter corner of said Section 27; thence North 
89°07'47" West along the South line of said Southwest quarter of Section 27 
a distance of 964.90 feet; thence North 01°08'22" East a distance of 27.76 
feet tJ the True Point of Beginning for this description; thence continuing 
Ncrth Ol 0 U8'?2" East a distance of 383.63 feet; thence North 89°07'43" West 
a distance of 158.ll feet; thence llorth 01°08'22'' East a distance of 405.00 
feet; thence North 89°07'43" Wes~ a distance of 473.69 feet; thence South 
Ol 0 33'S5" West a distance of 798.39 feet to Point "A" for this description 
and also being a point on a curve; thence Northeaste~ly along a 400.00 foot 
radius curve being concave to the Southeast a distance of 97.97 feet, curve 
chcrd bears North 83°51'13" East a distance of 97.73 feet; thence South 89~0/l4/" Ea~t a dista~ce of 394.45 feet to a point cf curve; thence Easterly 
along a 4791.57 foot radius curve being concave to the South a distance of 146.3~ feet to Point ~B" for tl1is description a~d the True Point of Beg1nning, 
curve chord bears South 88°15'17" East a distance of 146.35 feet. 
l'r st1 1p of land 30.00 feet in .. ddth---1-;ithin t-he--ttbttve-d~ef'-~ ~ntl--ad-jotm--t-he c our 3e-r'i·rHJf'der -bet-ween-flofrrt: "A" ttnd-Ptri-~ 
.n---1 oca ted--{; h-e-re-h-..-- ·i s-- re~-an--ueee~t!-uti l i ty e as efi!en-1;---1;-& 
adjacent:-~. 
STATE OF IDAHO } COUNTY Of KOOTENAI ss. MAR 0 4 2011 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A muE COPY Of 
THE ORIGINAL NOW ON FILE OR RECORD IN THIS OFFICE ~-==:'~~~eww cUFfOFmoi:JtAms I .) ~ 3tt~ 
i 
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C40961-RBICH 
16399as WARRANTY DEED 
ForVal..eRereived Robert L. Doney, an unmanied person and Debora L. Doney, an 
unmc nied person 
Hereinafter called the Grantor, hereby grants, bargains, sells and conveys unto 
Joseph H. Lonam and Margarita M. Lonam, husband and wife 
Vvhose address is: .I/ 1/ (J I I~ in--f .-6 (j f' a 4. (/ "/1 t 1U _-/_ (/ J? ,3 y /5 
Hereinafter called the Grantee, the folbNing desaibed premises situated in Kootenai County, Idaho, tcrwit: 
See Exhibtt ~~~· attached hereto and made a part hereof for legal description 
SUBJECT TO all easements, ~ht ofWCf-1$, oovenants, reslridions, reservations, applicable buik:ling and zoning 
ordinanoos and use regulations and restlictions of rerord, and paytnent of aoouing present year taxes and assessments 
as agreed to by parties above. 
TO HA. VE AND TO HOLD the sao premises, with their appurtenances unto the sao Grantee and to the 
Grantee's heirs and assigns forever. And the sao Grantor doos hereby oovenant to and with the sao Grantee, that the 
Grantor is the OM'ler in fee simple of said premises; that said premises are free from all encumbrances except current 
years taxes, levies, and assessments, and except U. S. Patent reservations, restrictions, easements of reoord, and 
easements visible upon the premises, and that Grantor will warrant and defend the same fi"om all claims whatsoever. 
Dated: June 16,2000 
:.rt.Tr or 1111\J:<• ) 
::·rNTi' or 1:c·1u;t.: l ss 
,. r:.'!'. r ·.·: ...... . 
f-:IRBr AMEHUJANl1nFOOMPJWY 
JuH ZB 4 o~ PH '00 
STATE OF [1-o~V-,./t-
)ss. 
COUNTY OF f;;3CI'f?t17~ r II 
On this t- I S'{ day of June, 2000, before me, D · I. • 'J)p ''..ln1 .11 • II I DQ 3 J 
l<novoJn or identified to me (or proved to me on the oath on. to be the pe~(s) 'Nhose name(s) is subscribed to the within 
instrument and a~ed to me that he executed the same. 
C]/J(~~C-( ~~. 
Notary Public of ~ 
Residing at: 
Commission Expires: 
STATE OF 
COUNTY OF 
)ss. 
On this day of June, 2000, before me, , personal~ appeared Debora L. Doney ~ l<novoJn or identified to me (or proved to me on the oath of), to be the person(s) v.tlose name(s) is subscribed to the within 
instrument, ;3nd ac::knc:M1edged to me that she executed the same. 
Notary Public of 
Resoing at: 
Commission Expires: Exhibit • 6 • 
Page .-.I_ of ' . 
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163993S 
ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
Order No.: C40961 
A tract of land in the Southwest quarter of Section 27, Township 50 North, Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai 
county, Idaho, and more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter corner of said Section 27; thence 
North 89°07'47" West along the South line of said Southwest quarter of Section 27, a distance of 
964.99 feet; thence 
North 01 °08'22" East a distance of 27.76 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING for this 
description; thence 
North 01 °08'22" East a distance of 383.63 feel; thence 
North 89"07'43" West a distance of 158.11 feet; thence 
North 01 °08'22" East a distance of 405.00 feet; thence 
North 89°07'43" West a distance of 4 73.69 feet; thence 
South 01 °33'55" West a distance of 798.39 feet to Point "A" for this description and also being a point 
on a curve; thence 
Northeasterly along a 400.00 foot radius curve being concave to the Southeast a distance of 97.97 
feet, curve chord bears North 83°51'13" East a distance of 97.73 feet; thence 
South 89°07'4 7" East a distance of 394.45 feet to a point of curve; thence 
Easterly along a 4791.57 foot radius curve being concave to the South a distance of 146.35 feet lo 
Point "B" for this description and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, curve chord bears South 
88.15'17" East a distance of 146.35 feet. 
ALTA Plain Language Commitmont Legal Description 
(C409G1.PFD/C4 0961/6) 
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C40961-RBICH 
WARRANTY DEED 
1639938 
For Value Received Robert L. Doney, an unmanied person and Debora L. Doney, an 
unmanied person 
Hereinafter called the Grantor, hereby gran1s, bargains, sells and oonveys unto 
Joseph H. Lonam and Margartta M. Lonam, husband and wife 
v.rose address s: /}/o I ~~~?~ (2 ~-<-<A cl / d t .u; :z ·/) ? !J? 15 
Hereinafter called the Grantee, the follot.Jing described premises situated in Kootenai County, Idaho, to-wit: 
See Exhibtt "N attached hereto and made a part hereof for legal description 
SUBJECT TO all easemen1s, r9ht ofWc1'fS, oovenan1s, restrictions, reservations, applicable buiiding and zoning 
ordinances and use regulations and restrictions of reoord, and payment of aa:ruing present year taxes and assessmen1s 
as agreed to by parties above. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises, Vvith their appurtenances unto the said Grantee and to the 
Grantee's heirs and assgns forever. And the said Grantor does hereby oovenant to and with the said Grantee, that the 
Grantor s the owner in fee sitrl>le of sai:l premises; that sai:l premises are free from all encumbrances exoept rurrent 
years taxes, levies, and assessments, and except U. S. Patent reservations, restrictions, easements of record, and 
easements visible upon the premises, and that Grantor will warrant and defend the same from all claims whatsoever. 
Dated: June 16, 2000 
~//?d(J{Jn;¥ 
Robert L. Doney 7 -;/' 
Debora L. Doney 
STATEOF C..D\c.)f'c.._ l-.~ 
~ \ \ COUNlY OF /-...( ._ ·\ \c.: c.,_ 
• Onths r.;? C1 day of June, 2000, before me,~~\ s. ... ·~;,. Vc, r~'b. .. k..:-~ personally appea,r~'Rci,ert L. Doney 
knCM'I1 or k:lentffied to me (or proved to me on the oath o~, to be the person(~)~ name(s) ~:f:;l)bscflbe.:;ft6 ~within 
instrument, and acl<nclvJiedged to me that he exoo..rted the same. ._... r,·.~· i' · • ·_ .. · ··-: :. 
•( '\. \. 
STATE OF 
COUNlYOF 
)ss. 
i ~ ~ -·~ ·. ,• 
i ·, : \' :'.. .:· 
.· .. ; ~:\ 
,.•, 1 f• 
······ 
On this day of June, 2000, before me, , personally appeared Debora L. Doney 
l<rloM1 or identified to me (or proved to me on the oath o~, to be the person(s) whose name(s) is subscribed to the within 
instrument, and acl<r1oMedged to me that she executed the same. 
Notary Public of 
Residing at: 
Commission Expires: 
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1639938 
ATTACHED LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
Order No.: C40961 
A tract of land in the Southwest quarter of Section 27, Township 50 North, Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai 
county, Idaho, and more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the South quarter corner of said Section 27; thence 
North 89°07'47" West along the South line of said Southwest quarter of Section 27, a distance of 
964.99 feet; thence 
North 01 °08'22" East a distance of 27.76 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING for this 
description; thence 
North 01 "08'22" East a distance of 383.63 feet; thence 
North 89°07'43" West a distance of 158.11 feet; thence 
North 01 °08'22" East a distance of 405.00 feet; thence 
North 89°07'43" West a distance of 473.69 feet; thence 
South 01°33'55" West a distance of 798.39 feet to Point "A" for this description and also being a point 
on a curve: thence 
Northeasterly along a 400.00 foot radius curve being concave to the Southeast a distance of 97.97 
feet, curve chord bears North 83°51 '13" East a distance of 97.73 feet; thence 
South 89°07'47" East a distance of 394.45 feet to a point of curve; thence 
Easterly along a 4791.57 foot radius curve being concave to the South a distance of 146.35 feet to 
Point "8" for this description and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING, curve chord bears South 
88°15'17" East a distance of 146.35 feet. 
ALTA Plain Language Commitment Legal Description 
(C40961.PFDIC4096116) 
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1112.028 V./ARRANTY· DEED 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED ALEXANDER H. HARGIS, a married man dealing in his sole 
and separate property, and JOHN H. ACHESON, JR. AND H. EILEEN ACHESON, husband and 
wife, and THOHAS C. COLLINS AND .JUDY BAKER, as Personal Representatives of the 
Estate of R. C. COLT.INS 
the Grantor s , do hereby grnnt, bargain, sell and convey unto 
PATRICIA H. HART, an unmarried ·~oman 
the Grantee , whose address is 'S • ·313 J 
the following described premises, to-wit: 
SEE EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED HEP.ETO AND HilDE A PART OF HERIIOF FOR LEGAL DESCRIPTION. 
TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the said premises, with their appurtenances unto the said·Grantee s , 
their heirs and assigns forever. And the said Grantor s do . hereby covenant to 
and with the said Gt·antee , that t he y are the owners in ft"e simple of said premises; that· 
said premises are free from all encumbrances except covenants, conditions, reistrict.ions and 
reservations of record·, easements of record and general taxes (and irrlgatlcitt': assess- .. 
. ments, if appllffiabM\~. i~enshfu;J.~eru;0J.il!.~ at1i5s~~ll§~ent.,,¥.3j\rs thlhf.s.\liM.eo~t~ts~i& 
and payable, proJ?.7!'{Y \ffis bemg. purcna~ or occup1e3oy ~atnc'la'H. Hart. · 
and that t hfiY w11l warrant and defend the same from all lawful claims whatsoever. · 
On thb 17th day or ~lARCH • 1988 
before ~e. a notary publit in and for said State, personally 
appeared ALEXMIDER 11. lb'tReiS, 3~ 
i<CIIESON, JR. , If. EILEE!i >'tCIIESOii, JdlB-
at the request or PIONEER TITlE COMPANY 
(\ S'minutes past [ \ o'clock Am.; 
this day or . MAR 2 4 19BB · at 
THmlAS C. COLLINS & JUDY BAKER AS PERSONAl 19 , in m)• office, and duly recordod in Book 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ESTATE OF R.C.COLL NSofDeodsatpage 
known to me to be the peZ:..Ons whose name s are 
aubscnbe.i' lo the withi~. inotrument, and acknowledged to 
me tjlat·'"'i:liey•... · executed the •nme. 
. -::. ··!·:::~~-~.::·;·\. ~ :.··:>· .... 
. \.· ·. 
,~-~~:~~:';] . 
I a Dr:Cc.L ~.v 0. R M 1,) 
NolaroJ Pu61ic 
Residing at Everett, Washington 
Comm. Expi~es 10/15/91 
SHIRLEY DEITZ 
El<·Oftlclo Recorder 
By Fll! .. L • A 0 .. ./} . . ~~~-
FmS C(. IJO 
Mnil to: r;RANTEE 
"""''-··· p~;:ibl"ft. 
PIONEER TITLE COMPANY . . 
OF KOOTENAI COUNTY • 
618 N. 4th· Street I P.O. Box 486 j Coeur d'Alene; Idaho 83814 . 
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111.2028 
On this ll day of March, 1988, before me, a notary public in and for 
Washington State, personally appeared ALEXANDER H. HARGIS, JOHN W. ACHESON, 
JR., N. EILEEN ACHESON known to me to be the persons \'Jhose names are sub-
scribed to the within instrument, and ackr10Wledged to me that they executed 
the same. 
~AN! cl. 
Notary PubljJ 
Residing at: Seattle , ~lashington 
Com.rn. Ex pi res; December 1988 
!f_·~ .. :f __ ,_ ;,_:.; 
·::~: 
·:Y··. :.Yl 
... (; 
............ · 
--~~~; .. ~·::·" :~-~ 
,, 
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EXIIIBIT "A" 
Ot·der No. 31456 
A parcel of land in the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter of Section 27 
and the Nnrtheast quarter of the Northwest quarter of Section 34, Township 50 
North, Range 3 West Boise Meridian, Kootenai County, Idaho, more particularly 
described as follows: 
Beginning at a point in the Northeast quarter of the Northwest quarter of Section 
34, Township 50 North, Range 3 West Boise Meridian, Kootenai County, Idaho, 
which is North 89"07'43" West a distance of 13.83 feet and South 00"43'03" East 
a distance of 20.01 feet from the North quarter corner· of said Section 34, said 
point being the True Point of Beginning for this description; thence 
North 89.07'43" West a distance of 100.00 feet to a point of curve; thence 
Westerly along the curve which is concave to the North a distance of 399.77 
feet, the radius of which is 4,791.57 feet, the chord of which bearsNorth 
86"44'18" West a distance of 399.65 feet to a point of tangent; thence 
North 84.20'54" Uest a distance of 200.00 feet to a point of curve; thence 
Westerly along the curve which is concave to the South a distance of 253.44 
feet, the radius of which is 4,791.57 feet, the chord of which bears North 
85.51'49" West a distacne of 253.41 feet to a point on the curve; thence 
North 01',08'22" East a distance of 383.67 feet to, the center of a 60 foot 
radius culdesac; thence 
South 89"07'43" East a distance of 60.00 feet to a 5/8 inch iron pin on the 
Easterly line of a road easement; thence 
Continuing South 89.07'43" East a distance of 877.83 feet to a 5/8 inch iron pin 
on the Westerly right-of-way of the County Road, "Bonnell Road"; thence 
South 00"43'03" East along the Westerly right-of-way of said County Road a 
distance of 401.58 feet to a 5/8 inch iron pin on the Northerly line of a road 
easement; thence 
Continuing South 00.43'03" a distance of 30.00 feet to the Tl-ue Point of 
Beg iJm i_t:J9. 
A strip of land 30 feet in width lying parallel and adjoining the Southerly and 
Westerly boundary and a parcel on the Westerly boundary having a 60 foot raidius 
around the point in the above description called the center of a 60 foot radius 
culdesac are reserved for utility and roadway purposes . 
. ST,ATE OF JDAHO } 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 88· MAR 04 2011 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOiNG IS A moE COPY OF 
THE ORIGINAL NOW ON FILE OR RECORD IN THIS OFfia: 
. l:h~'tv~~+-~ \ lld-6¢.8 
I 
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For Value Received 
·Patricia H. Hart, an unmarried woman 
do hereby convey, release and forever qui.t claim unto 
Patricia H. Reid and Larry 'w. Reid, Wife and Hu(ltband _ 
'::I ;'3\ s. Bou•tfO/fiLC flo. ·· C-i!.>C-u-LO /1tL#f.."j 
the foll9\~·ing described pretniscs, to-wit: ' 
. . 
-f~· 
:S 
t 
!i. 
A parcel of land In tho Southeast quarter of tho Southw~st quarter ·of Section 2; and the Ncxtheast quarter.pl.lhe 
Northwest quarter of Sectl()n 34, Township 50 North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian, Kootenai County, Idaho, more., 
particularly described as follows: · · ·· · · · · · · 
. . . •: -· 
Beginning at a point In the Northeast quarter or the Northwest quarter of Section 34, Township s.o·. 
West, Boise Meridian, Kootenai County, Idaho, which Is North 89•07'43" West a distance · 
00"4J'03" East a distance of 20.0 t feet from the Nbrth quarter corner of said Section :i4, said polrit 
POINT OF BEGINNING for this description: thence . . . . . 
.. North 89°07'43" West, a distance of 100.00 feel to a point of curve:·thence 
Westerly along the curve whlr.h is concave to the North a distance cif 3-99.77 feet, the . 
hiet, the chord of which bears North 86•44'16" West a distance of 399.6s.re:et ·io a · nt·•r.:.n·n.ol,.i-'illia,,,..,,, •. ,;,: 
North 84"20"54~ West a distance ot2oo.oo feet to a point of curve: ihence 
W~sterly alcmg the curve which .is concave to the South a 'distan~~ ~f 2;3.44 
feet. the chord ofwliich bt!ars North a5•si'49~ Wt!st a di_slance of 253.41_feei 
. . ;, ,I : ·. ~ -~· 
.. Noith ot•oa'22" Easi. a disiance of 383.67 feet io the cenie~ of a 60 fo()i r~diu~,ci.ii:ci~~s~c: therce , •.. · .. 
: ,Southa9•or43" East a distance of 60.00 feet to a 5/8 in~li iron pin orl)he.Easte~y.iipe of a ro~d easenf~nt; iheiicir 
. . - . . . :. -. . ~ - . · ... : . -- .· .. . .· ·-.: , .. · ·.: .. 
,, Continuing South B9"07'43" East a distance of B77.83 feet io aSf81ni:h ironp!ti qnihe Wesieify iight of ~ciy'iifthe < .. 
County Road, Bonnell Road; thence · · · · · · · · ·_ . , · · ·. 
-': -~outh 00"43'03~East along the Westerly right of way of said CountY Roldadistarice'of 40l.58 teJI to~ 5f81nch: ,· ircm pin on the Northeily line of a road easement; thence · . . . . . 
. , ConuiiLing South 00"43'03" a distance of 30.00 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
together with their appurtenances . 
. ···. Dated: gj.;J.,:J/91 
--~uu!-1~ 
Patricia ~- Hart 
ST/\fE OF IDAHO; COUNTY OF. .· .. 
1 hereby.ceuify that this insirument was filed for record ~ttho_., 
request 9f 
at 
ihis. . 
19. ,inniyo'rftcc,nn<l · 
or Deeds nt page . 
··-: 
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STAT£ Of 10Ak0 ) 
COUNTY or KOOTENAI ) 6S 
rl\T:1Hf,R(O~F$T pf • r:tlJC:t~fw~ n .. :tli:id 
1G1~681 
Nov 2 Z sa PH '99 
QUITOLAIK DB B D 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED lARRY W. REID, SR., GRANTOR, a married man, 
as to all of his right, title and interest and his community 
property interest, whose address is s. 3131 Bonnell Road, Coeur 
d'Alene, Idaho 83814, does hereby convey, release and forever quit 
claim unto PATRICIA H. REID, GRANTEE, a married woman dealing with 
her sole and separate property, whose address is s. 3131 Bonnell 
Road, Coeur d'Alene, Idaho. 83814, all of GRANTOR'S right, title, 
and interest and his community property interest, in the following 
described premises, together with now owned or hereafter acquired 
title, to-wit: 
See Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated by 
reference herein. 
together with their appurtenances. 
PROVIDED, that in the event of the recording of this instrument, 
this instrument shall supersede and extinguish any and all 
Memorandum of contracts, in reference to the above named GRANTOR AS 
BUYER, as pertains to the real prop~ herein described. 
DATED this :J/!Ji!. day of Qa fo bgd:d 1 1999. 
1-QUITCLAIM DEED 
£~ 
GRANTOR 
STATE OF IDAHO }ss · 
COUNTYOFKOO~AI . MAR 0 4 ~011 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A l1if.JE COPY OF 
THE ORIGINAL NOW ON FILE OR RECORD LN THIS Of=FtCE ~,'\V\CIO-k~ . CI..FFORDT. HA~ (l J~ A4 4 J.-e<boo .;>1- (j -
Ci8iiVR8001der 
Exhibl" 9 11 
··Page · -~. 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) ) ss. 
county of Kootenai) 
on this ~~day of {)(J_fQ k)uJ , 1999, before me, the 
undersigned Notary Public In and for said State, personally 
appeared LARRY w. REID, SR., known or identified to me to be the 
person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same voluntarily and for 
the purposes set forth therein. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and seal on the 
day and year first set forth hereinabove. 
2-QUITCLAIM DEED 
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EXUJIHT "A" 
~ Order No. 31456 
CTJ 
f.D 
~ 
~ 
A parcel of land in the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter of Section 27 
and the Northeast quarter of the Northwest quarter of Section 34, Township 50 
North, Range 3 West Ooise Meridian, Kootenat County. Idaho, more particularly 
described as follows: 
Beginning at a point ln the Northeast quarter of the Northwest quarter of Section 
34. Township 50 North, Range 3 West Boise Meridian, Kootenai County Idaho, 
which is North 89"07'43" West a distance of 13.83 feet and South 00:43'03" East 
a distance of 20.01 feet from the North quarter corner of said Section 34, said 
point being the True Point of Beginning for this descr1ptfon; thence 
North 89"07'43~ West a distance of 100.00 feet to a point of curve; thence 
Westerly along the curve which Is concave to the North a distance of 399.77 
feet, the radius of which is 4,791.57 feet, the chord of which bears North 
86.44'18 11 West a distance of 399.65 feet to a potnt of tangent; thence 
North 84"20'54" West a distance of 200.00 feet to a point of curve; thence 
Westerly along the curve which ts concave to the South a distance of_253~~( 
feet, the rad1us of which 1s 4,791.57 feet, the chord of which bears North 
85.51'49" West a distacne of 253.41 feet to a point on the curve; thence 
North 01.08'22" East a distance of 383.67 feet to the center of a 60 foot 
radius culdesac; thence 
South 89.07'43" East a distance of 60.00 feet to a 5/8 inch iron pin on the 
Easterly line of a road easement; thence 
Continuing South 89.07'43 11 East a distance of 877.83 feet to a 5/8 tnch iron pin 
on the Westerly right~of~way of the County Road, "Bonnet 1 Road"; thence 
South 00.43'0341 East along the Westerly right-of-way of said County Road a 
distance of 401.58 feet to a 5/8 1nch iron pin on the Northerly lfne of a road 
easement; thence 
Continuing South 00.43'03" a distance of 30.00 feet to the· True Point of 
Beg t nn t.~9. 
A strip of land 30 feet in width lying parallel and adjoining the Southerly and 
Westerly boundary and a parcel on the Westerly boundary having a 60 foot rafdius 
around the point tn the above description called the center of a 60 foot radius 
culdesac are reserved for utility and roadway purposes. 
EXHIBIT 
lA 
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1823081 
Flied for Record at Request of: 
Escrow No. 60-3971 \\S 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF KOOTEAAI 
AT THE REQUEST OF ___ _ 
NORTH IDAHO TITLE INS. 
1003 i1UG 20 P 3: llb 
DANIEL J. ENGLI~ 
FEE$ DEPUTY G, -
(THIS SPACE RESERVED FOR RECORDER'S USE) 
QUITCLAIM DEED 
For Value Received PATRICIA Y. HONEYMAN, AN UNMARRIED PERSON, WHO 
ACQUIRED TITLE AS PATRICIA H. REID do hereby convey, release, remise and forever quit claim 
unto PATRICIA Y. HONEYMAN, AN UNMARRIED PERSON AND MICHAEL L. ARAGON, 
AN UNMARRIED PERSON , whose address is: 3155 S. BONNEL ROAD, COEUR D'ALENE, ID. 
83814 
the following described premises, to-wit: 
SEE EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED HERETO AND BY REFERENCE MADE A PART 
HEREOF 
together with their appurtenances and including after acquired title 
State ofldaho ) 
)ss. 
County of Kootenai ) 
On this 15TH day of AUGUST, 2003 before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said 
State, personally appeared PATRICIA Y. HONEYMAN known or identified to me to be the person(s) 
whose names are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that they executed the 
same. 
EN, !D. 
Commission Exp.: 6124104 
STATE OF IDAHO } 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI ss. MAR 0 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING r! A~ COPY 
THE ORIGINAl NOW ON Fll~ OR ~CORD IN THlS OFFICE OF 
CI..IFR)RD T. HAYEiv, ~~~A>D'if ooo" d-.~ 
cieiiJRecoroer 
'········' 
··. 
RAGAN, ETAL VS.  OWEN, ETAL SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 40848-2013 47 of 141
Order No. 60-3971 
1823081 
EXHIBIT "A" 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
-·-
A PARCEL OF LAND IN THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF 
SECTION 27 AND THE NORTBEAST QUARTER OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 
34, TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 3 WEST, BOISE MERIDIAN, KOOTENAI COUNTY, 
IDAHO, MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS; 
BEGINNJNG AT A POINT IN TBE NORTHEASt QUARTER OF THE NORTHWESI' QUARTER OF 
SECTION 34, TOWNSHIP 50 NORTH, RANGE 3 WEST, BOISE MERIDIAN, KOOTENAI 
COUNTY, IDAHO, WHICH IS NORTH 89 DEGREES 07' 43" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 
13.83 FEET AND SOUTH 00 DEGREES 43' 03" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 20.01 FEET 
FROM THE NORTH QUARTER CORNER OF SAID SECTION 34, SAID POINT BEING THE 
TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING FOR THIS DESCRIFTION; 
THENCE NORTH 89 DEGREES 07' 43" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 100.00 FEET TO A POINT 
OF CURVE; 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE CURVE WHICH IS CONCAVE TO THE NORTH, A DISTANCE 
OF 399.77 FEET, THE RADIUS OF WHICH IS 4, 791.57 FEET, THE CHORD OF WHICH 
BEARS NORTH 86 DEGREES 44' 18" WEST, A DISI'ANCE OF 399.65 FEET TO A POINT 
OF TANGENT; 
THENCE NORTH 84 DEGREES 20' 54" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 200.00 FEET TO A POINT 
OF CURVE; 
THENCE WESTERLY ALONG TBE CURVE WBICH IS CONCAVE TO THE SOUTH, A DISTANCE 
OF 253.44 FEET, THE RADIUS OF WHICH IS 4, 791.57 FEET, THE CHORD OF WHICH 
BEARS NORTH 85 DEGREES 511 49" WEST, A DISTANCE OF 253.41 FEET TO A POINT 
ON THE CURVE; 
THENCE NORTH 01 DEGREES 081 2Z" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 383.67 FEET TO THE 
CENTER OF A 60 FOOT RADIUS CUL-DE-SAC; 
THENCE SOUTH 89 DEGREES 07' 4311 EAST, A DISTANCE OF 60.00 FEET TO A 5/8 
INCH IRON PIN ON THE EASTERLY LINE OF A ROAD EASEMENT; 
THENCE CONTINUING SOUTH 89 DEGREES 07' 43" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 877.83 FEET 
TO A 5/8INCH IRON PIN ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF THE COUNTY ROAD, 
BONNELL ROAD; 
THENCE SOUTH 00 DEGREES 43' 03" EAST, ALONG THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF 
SAID COUNTY ROAD, A DISI'ANCE OF 401.58 FEET TO A 5/8 INCH IRON PIN ON THE 
NORTHERLY LINE OF A ROAD EASEMENT; 
THENCE CONTINtJlNG SOUTH 00 DEGREES 43' 03" EAST, A DISTANCE OF 30.00 FEET 
TO THE TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING. 
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IU~l\L gS'l'A'l'E CON'l'HAC'l' 
This is a Real Estate Contract dated the / ~ Q.l.'\ day of 
September, 1989, bet\,•een ALEXANDER H. HARGIS, a single man, as 
his sole and separate property, ,TOHN \'-7. A~HESON, JR. , and 
M. EILEEN ACHESON, husband and 1.·1ife, 'l'HOHAS R. COLLINS and JUDY 
BAKER as Co-Personal Representatives of the ESTATE OF 
R.C. COLLINS, DECEASED, and 'l'IIOHAS R COLLINS and JUDY BAKER as 
Co-'I'rustees of the DORO'I'IIY JEANNE COLLINS TRUST, hereinafter 
called "Seller, .. and LESLIE JEJI.N SCHUNEMJ\NN t-11\RCHELLI as Trustee 
under the LESLIE JEAN SCHUNEHANN ~11\RCHELLI TRUST dated July 10, 
1989, hereinafter called "Purchaser." The Seller hereby agrees 
to sell to the Purchaser and the Purchaser hereby agrees to 
purchase from the Seller, the following-described real estate 
situated in Kootenai County, Idaho: 
See description attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and 
incorporated herein by reference. 
'l'he follov;ing are the terms and conditions of this Contract: 
1. Purchase Price. The purchase price is TWO HUNDRED 
TNEN'l'Y THOUSAND DOLLARS ($220,000) of which the sum of $60,000 
has been paid. The balance of said purchase price of $160,000 
shall be paid as follows: ~1, 333.33 or more per month due on or 
.lst day of November, 198~ 
be f "Jre t~Fi=rtoy==f39'l==d"ays==f'J:C)11f=t:'R~~J:;~~-='f'?;l'l-e':Eefi'Cffi'f=c:RA.:'B and on the 
sam? clay of each succeeding month thereafter until said unpaid 
balance is paid in full. Said payments shall include interest on 
the unpaid principal balonce at the rate of ten percent (10%) per 
allnum, with inter<?st cc,mmcncing on September 29th 1989. Pay-
ments shall first be arrlied to accrued interest and the balance 
to principal. Saj d payments are to be made to the credit of 
Seller at P.O. Box 53'-17, Everett, WA 98206, 0.1~ to such other 
place or address as ths· Seller may direct in writing. 
Irrespective of anything hC?reinabo·;e set frJrth, the purchase 
price shall be paid .i.11 (ull tv:r:>lve and one-half ( 12.5) years from 
the date first ab0v<:> '.-nitlen. 
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Purchaser shall pay a late charge equal tc five pet-cent (5%) 
of all'/ payment not received with.i.n ten (10) days of \l~t:~ due date. 
2. Taxes, Assessmer!ts and Liens. The 1-'nn..:llaser assumes and 
agrees to pay before delinquency all taxes and assessments of any 
kind or charactE.r which may AS bet\veen Seller and Purchaser here-
after become a lien on said real estate. 
Purchaser shaJ 1 pay befo1:e delinquency all liens, charges or 
encumbrances hereafter la1dullr imposed on the pJ:operty and shall 
not allow an} part of the property to become subject to liens, 
charges or encumbrances having pJ:iority over the ri]hts of Seller 
in the property. 
3. Insurance. All improvements hereafter made to or placed 
upon the property shall become a part thereof and shall not be 
removed. Purchaser agrees to keep the buildings hereafter placed 
upon said premises insured to the actual cash value thereof 
against loss or damage by fire and extended coverage in a company 
acceptable to the Seller and fo~ Seller's benefit as its interest 
may appear, and to pay all premiums therefor, and shall deliver 
all policies and renewals thereof to the Seller. 
4. Use and Mairttenance of Premises. Purchaser covenants to 
keep said real estate in good repair and not permit waste and 
shall not use nor permit the use of said property for any 
unla\vful or illegal purposes. Purchaser covenants to pay all 
service, installation or other construction charges for water, 
sewer, electricity, garbage or other utilities furnished to said 
real estate after the Purchaser is entitled to possessjon. 
5. Risk of Loss. l1s of the elate of transfer of possession, 
Purchaser assumes all haz<nrls of damage to or destruction of any 
improvements now 011 sairJ rt?al estate or hereafter placed thereon, 
and of the taking c-f s;"li•l real estate or any part thereof for 
public use, and agroo;:: t !1,Jt w> such damage, destruction or taking 
shall constitute a f'li i'I! 0 nf (:onsideration. 
6. Condemnation Awc1nl. 
------· ---
In case any part of the real estate 
is taken f·~>r pu!,li·· 'i~'-'. tho r".'J:\:ion of the cc•ndemnation award 
remaining after r'"')'l119fl 1 r•f r<?a!"''flable expenses of procuring the 
- 7 -
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same shall be paid to the Seller and applied as a payment on the 
purchase price unless the Seller elects to allov: the Purchaser to 
apply all or a portion of such condemnation aNard to the 
rebuilding or res tor at ion of any improv~ments damaged by such 
taking. 
7. Fulfillment Deed. The Seller agrees, upon receiving 
full payment of the purchase price and interest in the manner 
above s pee if ied and tv hen all other terms, conditions and 
covenants of this Contract have been met, to convey the property 
to the Purc!1aser by statutory warranty deed, subject to ease-
ments, restrictions and reservations of record, excepting any 
part thereof which may hereafter be taken for public use a~d free 
of encur1brances except those which may attach after date of 
closing through any person othP.r than the Seller and except as 
set forth in tht? Preliminary Commitment for •ritle Insurance 
issued by Pioneer Title Company under Order No. ·3L/lj({S 
B. Representations and Warranties. This Agreement consti-
tutes th~ entire contract bet\veen the parties. The Purchaser 
agrees t.hat full inspection of said property has been made, and 
neither the Selle1.-, his assj gns nor his representatives have made 
any representations concerning the condition of the property or 
the improvements thereon nor any agreement for alterations, 
improvements or repairs have been made. Seller is not liable or 
bound in any manner by express or implied warranties, guarantees, 
promises, statements, representations or information pertaining 
to said premises, the improvements, the cond.i. tion thereof, the 
zoning, the corners, fence lines, boundaries, area, taxes, 
assessments, the insurability of improvements or any other matter 
whatsoever made or furnished by any real estate broker, agent, 
employee, attorner or other psrson representing or purporting to 
represent 
promises, 
the Seller, 
statements or 
unless such warranties, guarantees, 
are expn=?ss J.y and 
specifically set forth herein; pro•; it.led, ho~o:ever, that language 
in this paragraph eliminating v:arranties shall not be applicable 
to those warranties provided f-.y statute in connec:tion with a 
statutory >·larranty deed, \·Jhich warranties shall apply. 
- 3 -
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Purchaser understands that Sellc::>r is not supplying any 
utilities to propertr. Tile cc•st of bcinging all utilities to the 
pr.·0perty, including \·:ater, po\.,rer and telephone, if a\•ailable, 
shall be horne by Purchaset·. Seller makes no representation 
concerning perkability c>f the property. 
The t:eal estate shall be sold in an "as is" condition. '!'here 
is no \-:arranty or guaranty as to the condition of the premises 
either express or impli<?d, nc>r is there any guaranty that the 
same is fit for lhe particular use \.,rhich Purchaser will make of 
the same. 
9. Seller's Remedies. Time is of the essence hereof. In 
the event Purchaser shall fail to comply \·-lith or perform any 
condition or agreement hereof pcomptly at the time and in the 
marmec herein required, the some shall constitute a material 
breach of thi!< Agreement, and thereupon the Seller may exercise 
any of the following optional remedies, none of which is mutually 
exclusive: 
A. In the event Purchaser fails to make any pay-
ments hereunder rrov idee! or to maintain insurance as 
herein requit·ed, Seller may make such payment or effect 
such insurance and any amount so paid by Seller, 
together \·lith interest thereon at the maximum rate 
permitted by la,,•, from the date of. payment until repaid, 
shall be repayable by the Purchaser on demand and 
secured by this Contract, all >·d.thout prejudice to any 
other right the Seller mar have by t·eason of such 
default. 
B. Seller may e]Rct to ~eclare all of the 
rurchaset:'f; rights h<:'?r~urHI<>r t.enl.inated, and upon so 
doing, nl.l pEtymc:>nt s m'lde l'y !'urchaser hereuwle1~ may be 
declared forfo.itr>rl \<> S<:>llnr.· <1S Jicjuidated damages; and 
SeJ!et· shall hen·<> t:l1"' ri•Jht tn re<:!nt•Jr and take 
['C'Ssessi•)n of tl!<:> 1'-'ul 0SL.JI:0; awl 1-'urc!Jaser agrees to 
irnmediat.<:!ly surrer!'lor J":•ssossi••n nf said ~'remises. 
C. Sel.l'?r 1!1.!'1' oJo•:t t_,, !•ring action or actions on 
any int:<:!rmediatc -····:ot··l•r"' inst_A].lm<?nt, or on any payment 
0r payments ma•Je> l··!· c:.-.J]c'r ?ll'l UTayable by Purchaser, 
it bPing st.i('uf,lt <=>·! I !J,,r- I h<> '""\'"?llants tn pay intenno-
diate installments ,,,- '., ~'-'lY i terns repayable l'y 
t'tn-,·has<?J' at·"' i n·lc'T'"'~n-1°nt: nf t-h.., (''-"'"'ll•"lnt- 1:0 rnal-:0 r1 
deed; ilnd e·:0ry ":1··11 '1"\ ;.-.,1 1 s an ar::L i·~'ll ar isin'J C'll 
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contract for the recovery of money only as if the 
promise to pay had been expressed in a different 
instrument. Purchaser agrees that no such action shall 
constitute an election not to proceed otherwise as to 
any subsequent default, and no wai.ver by Seller of any 
default on the part of Purchaser shall be construed as a 
waiver of any subsequent default. 
D. Seller shall have the option and right to 
accelerate the entire unpaid balance and may conm1ence 
action against Purchaser for said unpaid balance 
together \'lith any other sums due Seller by virtue of 
this Contract, including but not limited to interest and 
delinquent taxes or assessments. Upon conm1encement of 
such action, the entire principal balance of the 
purchase price shall become due and payable. 'l'he 
failure of Seller to bring an action against Purchaser 
at any time upon the violation of any of the terms of 
this Contract by Purchaser, at and of that particular 
time, shall not be construed to be a waiver of any of 
the rights of Seller specified herein. 
E. Seller shall have the right to commf~nce an 
action for specific performance of Purchaser's 
obligations under this Contract (including redress by 
either a mandatory or prohibitive injunction). 
10. Costs and Attorney's Fees . In the event either party 
defaults with respect 
Contract causing the 
reasonable attorney's 
to any covenant or condition o E this 
other or nondefaulting party to incur 
fees, reasonable costs or reasonable 
expenses, then the nondefaulting par~y or prevailing party shall 
recover from the defaulting party all such reasonable costs, 
reasonable expenses and reasonable attorney's fees. The nonde-
faulting or prevailing par-ty shall recover said reasonable 
attorney's fees, reasonable costs and expenses whether or not 
legal proceedings at·e commenced. 
ll. Notices. tlpr;> 11 default all demands and notices of 
forfeiture may be personally s~rvecl upon Purchaser or Seller or 
the service thereof mny he made by cnrt.ified mail, return receipt 
requested, at the fr::d Jo·.dng addt·esses: 
- 5 -
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Seller: 
Purchaser: 
3305 Oakes 
P.O. Box 5397 
Everett, WA 98206 
12. Restriction Against Assignment and Resale. Purchaser 
may not assign or encu~ber this Contract nor any interest herein 
without the written consent of Seller. Seller agrees not to 
unreasonably withhold such consent so long as said assignee or 
Purchaser is a financially responsible party. Seller shall have 
primary discretion with reference to whether a party is finan-
cially responsible. Irrespective of whether Purchaser is 
entitled to sell, m;sign or encumber its inteJ~est, Purchaser 
shall continue to rewain fully liable on said Contract. 
13. Possession. Purchaser shall be entitled to possession 
on closing of this transaction. Purchaser shall be entitled to 
retain possession so long as Purchaser is not in default 
hereunder. 
14. Agreement Binding on Heirs, Administrators, Successors 
and Assigns. 'I'his Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to 
the benefit of the heirs, administrators, successors and assigns 
of the parties. 
15. Nonwaiver. Failure of Seller 
performance of Purchaser's obligations 
to insist 
hereunder 
upon 
shall 
strict 
not be 
construed as a waiver by Seller of strict performance thereafter 
of all of Purchaser's obligations hereunder and shall not preju-
dice Seller's remedies as provided herein by law or equity. 
16. 'l'itle Insurance. Purchaser has examined Preliminary 
Commitment for Title Insurance No. issued by Pioneer 
Title Company and agrees to accept a purchaser's standard 
coverage title insurance policy in the form of said Preliminary 
Commitment. 
17. Gravel Road. Seller nt Seller's ex.pe:1se will construct 
a 20-fool wide gravel rr..,ad extending ft·om Bonnell Road westerly 
- 6 -
TRCl486 
RAGAN, ETAL VS.  OWEN, ETAL SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 40848-2013 54 of 141
~ 
to a point 20 feet west of the southeast corner of the property 
described in Exhibit "!3" within five (5) years after the date 
first above written. 
18. Entire Agreement. This Contract constitutt=?s the entire 
and only agreement bet\veen the parties 1 and no warranties 1 
agreements or L-epresentations have been made or shall be binding 
upon either of the parties unless specifically set forth 
herein. This Agreement may not be modifiP.d except by written 
documents signed by all of the parties hereto. 
19. ~ounterparts. Any number of counterparts of this Agree-
ment may be executed by execution of separate signature pages by 
each of the respective parties and transmission by 
facsimile/telecopier, expedited delivery service and/or mail for 
assembly into an integrated document by the escrmv agent or 
otherwise as the parties may agree. Each such counterpart thus 
executed shall be deemed to be an original instrument, but all 
such counterparts together shall constitute but one agreement. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this 
instrument as of the date first written above. 
SELLER: 
Jo~r w. AcHEsoN, JR. 1 
__ i/!CI dhJ a~·u-'--u-_.t..c-r.J-'----------
M. EILEEN ACHESON 
Co-Personal Representative 
~-~ Y ER 
Personal Representative 
- 7 •. 
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DOROT;d~J.\-NN~_7 COLLINS TRUST 
By: QZ_!{_{~rc-t =-- __ 
1 THOI"lAS R. COLLINS, Co-Tnts tee 
By: _Q~I~e-v 
,Jurn·--5~, co-Trustee 
- G -
'l'RC 14 86 
RAGAN, ETAL VS.  OWEN, ETAL SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 40848-2013 56 of 141
Individual Acknowledgmenr 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF 
September 28 On ____ ~~-------------
and State, personally appeared 
PURCHASER: 
l ss 
-· 19 _ 8 9. bel<:>re me. the undersigned. a Notary Public in and for said County 
Leslie Jean Schunemann Harchelli,- lrus-~e e ~rrv ~ ~ 
personally known to me (or proved to me on lhe basis of satisfactory evidence) lobe the person whose 
name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged trat _ sh~xecuterl the 
same. 
WITNESS my hand and official seal. 
Notary Public in and lor said County and Stale. 
- 9 -
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STATE OF WASHINGTON 
ss. 
COUNTY OF KING 
On this day personally appeared before me ALEXANDER H. 
HARGJS, a single man, as his sole and separate property, to me 
known t.o be the individuaL described in and who executed the 
within and foregoing in!:Olrumenl, and acknowledged to me that he 
signed the same as his free and voluntary act and deed for the 
uses and purposes therein mentioned. 
COUNTY OF KiNG 
~j. 
SWORN to before 
1 1989. 
ss. 
me this 
On tlfis day personally appeared before me JOHN W. ACHESON, 
JR., and M. EILEEN ACHESON, husband and wife, to me known to be 
the individuals described in and who executed the within and 
foregoing .instrument, and acknow.ledged to me that they signed the 
same as their free and volunt-ary act and deed for the uses and 
purposea therein mentioned. 
COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH 
before me this clay 
"-Jf\o ,,_._ r .. ~: ~)rc in and~r the State 
ss. 
of ~vc':lshingt0n, residing at S~ 
~ly commission expires: J'J.\~~l 
On this day personally arpearecl before me THOMAS R. COLLINS 
and ,JUDY BAKER, t:J me kno\·J!l to b'?. the Co-Personal Representatives 
of the ESTATE OF R.C. COLLINS, DECEASED, the estate ~.hat executed 
Llle \<lithin and foregoing instrument, a;H.I ackrv:-wleclged to me the 
said instrument was th<e free an-:l volunt·:lry act and deed o[ said 
estate for the uses n!l'.l purpc>so.s the1:ein ment.i,_•ned, awl on oath 
- l () -
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stated that they were authorized to execute the said instrument 
for and on its behalf. 
SUBSCRIBED AND 
of ;)c __ p-le....~,,J.A?J 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH 
SWORN to before me this 
I 19GY. 
ss. 
I 8:+.b.___ day 
On this clay personally appeared before me THOMAS R. COLLINS 
and JUDY BAKER, to me known to be the Co-Trustees of the DOROTHY 
JEANNE COLLINS TRUST, the trust that executed the within and 
foregoing instrument, and acknowledged to me the said instrument 
was the free and voluntary act and deed of said trust for the 
uses and purposes therein mentioned, and on oath•stated that they 
were authorized to execute the said instrument for and on its 
behalf. 
of 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me 
~S~q~r~+~o~t)~~~l~">~o~r ______ , r9s9. 
day this 
NO'l'ARY PUBLIC .tn and. f<;>-:t;.·;~\l·u:l' ~$t~.te 
of Wash~ng~on, re~,i_gAn~:~ii}\ .,_I '·\Ltt_ 
My comnnss.ton exp.tri:!!¥51;:'· _':l , 'g 1 ~ 
r;') ·. ·:, .('J•fl o·>~·: .. . = 
.... F:::;{[;i;J,i~fjt;ft;:,,;.• ··.· 
- 11 -
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EXItlBIT "/\" 
Order No. 34495 
'. 
A tract of land in Seclions 27, 28 and 34 all in Township 50 North, Range 3 
\V.B.N., Kootenai County, Idaho, and more particularly described ·as foll01~s: 
BeginninQ at the Northwest corner of said Section 34; thence South 00°28'27" 
West alonq the West line of the Northwest quarter said Section 34 a distance 
of 692.12. feet; thence South 89°22'06" East a distance of 445.86 feet; thence 
South oouz9'37" West a distance of 947.36 feet to the intersection with the 
N.orther·ly right-of-1~ay of the County Road; thence South 89°22'06" East along 
the right-of-way a distance of 1336.62 feet; thence North 00°33'07" East a 
distance of 947.35 feet; thence Nor·th 89°22'06" \~est a distance of 428.28 
feet; thence No:-th 00°25'26" East a distance. of 716.49 feet to Point "A" for 
this description; thence North 89°07'47" Hest a distance of 183.40 feet to a 
point of curve; thence along a 400.00 foot radius curve to the left a distance 
of 97.97 feet to Point "B" for this description, curve chord bears South 
83°51'13 11 West a distance of 97.73 feet; thence North 01°33'55" East a 
distance of 798.39 feet; thence South 89°07'43" East a distance of 264.57 
feet; thence ~orth 01°33'57" East a distance of 515.10 feet; thence North 
89°16'28" West a distance of 996.30 feet; thence North 01°53'12" East a 
distance of 634.56 feet to the intersection with the Southerly right-of-way 
of t~e County Road; thence North 89°20'52" West along said right-of-way a 
distance of 300.92 feet to the intersection with the Easterly right-of-way 
of the County Road; thence South 01°59'38 11 West along said right-of-way a 
distance of 634.21 feet; thence North 89°16'28" West a distance of 30.01 
feet to Point "C" for this description; thence South 01°59'39" West a 
distance of 38.48 feet to a point of curve; thenc~ along a 750.00 foot 
radius curve to the right a distance of 198.58 feet, curve chord bears 
South 09°34'45" West a distance of 198.00 feet; thence South 17°09'51" 
West a distance of 280.46 feet to Point "D" for this description; thence 
North 89°40'59" West a distance of 568.64 feet to the intersection with 
the West line of Lot 5, First Addition to Sunr~side; thence South 
01°50'44" Hest along the ~lest line of Lot 5 and Lot 12, said First 
Addition to Sunnyside a distance of 804.60 feet to the intersection 
with the North line of the County right-of-way; thence North 89°59'14" 
East along said right-of-way a distance of 666.25 feet to the intersection 
with the West line of the Southwest quarter said Section 27; thence South 
01°59'39 11 West a distance of 25.02 feet to the Point of Beginning. 
A strip of land 30.00 feet in width within the above tract of land which 
adjoins and lies parallel to the courses bet\\'een Point "fl." and Point "B" 
as described therein is reserved as an easement for access and uti 1 i ty 
purposes to adjacent lands. 
ALSO 
A strip of land 30.00 feet in 1~idth l'lithin the above tr-act of land 1<1hich 
adjoins and lies parallel to the courses between Point "C" and Point "D" 
as described therein is reserved as an easement for access and utility 
purposes to adjacent lands. 
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EX/1 I BIT "B" 
Order /io. 33723 
A tract of land in the Southwest quarter of Section 27, To1-1nship 50 llorth, 
Range 3 h'.8./·l., l:ootr.nai County, Jdaho, and more particularly described as 
fo l 1 ows: 
Commencing at the South quarter corner of said Section 27; thence North 
89°07'0" 1/est along the South 1 ine of said Southwest quarter of Secti.on 27 
a distance of 964.99 feet; thence llorth 01°08'22" East a distance of 27.76 
feet to the True Point of Beginning for this description; thence continuing 
North 01°08'22" East a distance of 383.63 feet; thence North 89°07'43" West 
a distance of 158.11 feet; thence 1/orth 01°08'22" East a distance of 405.00 
feet; thence North 89°07'43" We~t a distance of 473.69 feet; thence South 
01°33'55" h'est a distar.ce of 798.39 feet to Point "A" for this description 
and also being a point on a curve; thence Northeasterly along a 400.00 foot 
radius curve being concave to the Southeast a distance of 97.97 feet, curve 
chord bears /lorth 83°51'13" East a distance of 97.73 feet; thence. South 
89°07'47" East a distance of 394.45 feet to a point of curve; thence Easterly 
along a 4791.57 foot radius curve being concave to the South a distance of 
146.35 feet to Point "B" for this description and the True Point of Beginning, 
curve chord bears South 88°15'17" East a distance of 146.35 feet. 
The above property is the property sold to Robert Doney on or about 
June 5, 1989. 
STRE Of IDAHO } OOUNTYOFKOO~AI ss. . MAR 0 4 ?.011 
THIS IS 1'0 CERTJFY THAT THE FOREGOmu IS"- 1lU: COf'YOF 
THE ORIGINAL NOW ON FILE OR RECORD IN nttS OfACE _ , -~ :In'l>~ ~au.•~ 
CLIFfORD T HAYES ~JW)]&~.-~ ..-/ Clail<m~ \~db \"3~"5 
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COUiilY OF KOOTENAI 
AT THF. REQUEST Of -~ONEER TITLE COMPAN:Y 
At ,:;l) minutes past_.l_o'cloc~M 
Shirlet Deitz 
OCT 2 1989 
Fee$ ci:l_'?::._ 
Return to 
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When Recorded Return to: 
Pioneer Title Company of Kootenai County 
100 Wallace Avenue 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
STATUTORY WARRANTY DEED 
,.. 
~6t~\~~i~~~~EHAI I .. 
PIO~~~Jtli -cc. 
APR 30 tz as rH '99 DAHilLJ.l~ 
FEU _o_E_ru_n-.J,./..;;;~-::;;;----· 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, ALEXANDER H. HARGIS, a married man dealing with his 
sole and separate property, JOHN ACHESON, the Personal Representative of the Estates of John · 
W. Acheson, Jr., deceased, and M. Eileen Acheson, deceased; and THOMAS R. COLLINS and 
JUDY BAKER as Co-Personal Representatives of the Estate of R. C. Collins, deceased, and 
THOMAS R. COLLINS and JUDY BAKER as Co-Trustees of the Dorothy Jeanne Collins Trust 
(hereinafter called "Grantors"), do hereby grant, bargain, sell and convey until LESLIE JEAN 
SCHUNEMANN MARCHELLI as Trustee under the Leslie Jean Schunemann Marchelli Trust 
dated July 10, 1989 ("Grantee") whose current address is -------------r--
lo\bD ~~'=fAt._\lt:> <soss,...:>£.. o' '»"'i· ,e_ ,-;sc::> &;e\\l, the 
following described real property hl Kootenai County, Idaho, more particularly described on 
Exhibit A, a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference. 
TO HA VB AND TO HOLD the said premises, with their appurtenances until the said Grantee and 
Grantee's heirs and assigns forever. And the said Grantors do hereby covenant to and with the said 
Grantee, the Grantors are the owners in fee simple of said premises; that said premises are free from 
all encumbrances, EXCEPT those to which this conveyance is expressly made subject and those 
made, suffered or done by the Grantee; and subject to reservations, restrictions, dedications, 
easements, rights of way and agreements (if any) of record, and general taxes and assessments, 
including irrigation and utility assessments (if any), and that Grantors will warrant and defend the 
same from all lawful claims whatsoever. · 
This Deed is given in fulfillment of that certain Real Estate Contract between the parties hereto 
dated September 18, 1989, recorded October 2, 1989, under Instrument No. 1162426. The 
covenants of warranty herein contained shall not apply to any title, interest or encumbrance arising 
by, through or under the Purchaser in said Contract, and shall not apply to any taxes, assessments or 
other charges levied, assessed or coming due subsequent to the date of said Contract. 
This Warranty Deed is in replacement of the Warranty Deed which was executed by the 
undersigned on or about September 18, 1989, which Warranty Deed has been misplaced. 
TRCIII0211111248977.VOI(5C4101LDOC)IR·045 
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DATED this .2£_ day ofMarch, 1999. 
ESTATE OF JOHN W. ACHESON, JR., deceased 
and M. EILEEN AC , deceased 
ALEXANDER H. HARGI :amanied man 
dealing in his sole and separate property 
By: ____________________ __ 
THOMAS R. COLLINS, Co-Personal 
Representative 
DOROTHY JEANNE COLLINS TRUST 
STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 
COUNTY OF KING ) 
SON, Personal 
Representative 
On this day personally appeared before me ALEXANDER H. HARGIS, a married man 
dealing with his separate property, to me known to be individual described in and who executed 
the within and foregoing instrument, and acknowledged to me that he signed the same as his free 
and voluntary act and deed for the uses and pwposes therein mentioned. 
J !rf&SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me by ALEXANDER H. HARGIS on this 
_JJL day of March, 1999. 
~'''"'''""''''" ~~ ~'''""'~IV IRt .-,,o~.: ~"'~wi .. · ,.,."+-~~~'!tt. •••• ot01Ait .. !o ~, PRINTEDNAMB: )J/Atfltl fjttw#lf 
: _._ NOTARYPUBLIC 
\ ,oUJ\.\~ ._ ,_I in and for the State of Washington. 
'i tfl ~., ,, ~flj~ My commission expires: J/ \b, t'3 \.~l',t.IJtt\• d., .. _,., 
.,,,,. o, w"',. ,,,~ 
11111 II II Ill \1\\\\ 
TRC\I10liiii\248977.VOI($C410li.DOC)IR·045 
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1.586858 
STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 
COUNTY OF KING ) 
On this day personally appeared before me JOHN ACHESON, to me known to be the 
Personal Representative of the Estates of JOHN W. ACHESON, JR., deceased and M. EILEEN 
ACHESON, deceased, the estates that executed the within and foregoing instrument, and 
acknowledged to me that said instrument was the free and voluntary act and deed of said estates 
for the uses and purposes therein mentioned and on oath stated that he was authorized to execute 
the said instrument for and on its behalf . 
. S~SCRIBED AND SWORN to before me by JOHN ACHESON on this 16.y of 
M,m:ch;-1999 .,~· 
, : :';;;;~~;~V~~;t~~~,~; t,: 
'·.· ·: .... . ... 
•. ! ., 
·, 
STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH 
) 
) ss. 
) 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
in and for !he. State o_fWashjnglpn-,a' 
My commission exprres: -~ .....-·~--·-.J.a...:.----
On this day personally appeared before me THOMAS R. COLLINS and JUDY BAKER, 
to me known to be the Personal Representative of the Estate of R. C. COLLINS, deceased the 
estate that executed the within and foregoing instrument, and acknowledged to me that said 
instrument was the free and voluntary act and deed of said estate for the uses and purposes 
therein mentioned and on oath stated that they were authorized to execute the said instrument for 
and on its behalf. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me by THOMAS R. COLLINS and JUDY 
BAKER on this 26 day ofMarch, 1999. 
TRC\11021111\248977.VOI(5C41011.DOC)IR.o45 
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1586858 
STATE OF WASHINGTON ) 
) ss. 
COUNTY OF SNOHOMISH ) 
On this day personally appeared before me THOMAS R. COLLINS and JUDY BAKER, 
to me known to be the Trustees of the DOROTHY JEANNE COLLINS TRUST, the trust that 
executed the within and foregoing instrument, and acknowledged to me that said instrument was 
the free and voluntary act and deed of said trust for the uses and purposes therein mentioned and 
on oath stated that they were authorized to execute the said instrument for and on its behalf. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me by THOMAS R. COLLINS and JUDY 
BAKER on this .k5__ day of March, 1999. 
TRC\11021\Il\248977.VOI(SC41011.DOC)IR-04S 
,po.;ta..~. G R 
PRINTED NAME! ffa:J;;. C1L ~$ S 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
in and for the State ofWashingt'¥1. [ 
My commission expires: ! o .J.._( 5 q-g 
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EXHIBIT •A" 
Order No. 34495 
A tract of land in Sections 27, 28 and 34 all in Township 50 North, Range 3 
W.B.M., Kootenai County, Idaho, and more particularly described as follows: 
Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Section 34; thence South 00°28'27" 
West along the West line of the Northwest quarter said Section 34 a distance 
of 692 .12 feet; thence South 89°22 '06'' East a distance of 445.86 feet; thence 
South 00°29'37" West a distance of 947.36 feet to the intersection with the· 
Northerly right-of-way of the County Road; thence South 89°22'06" East along 
the right-of-way a distance of 1336.62 feet; thence North 00°33'07" East a 
distance of 947.35 feet; thence North 89°22'06" West a distance of 428.28 
feet; thence North 00°25'26" East a distance of 716.49 feet to Point "A" for 
this description; thence North 89°07'47" West a distance of 183.40 feet to a 
point of curve; thence along a 400.00 foot radius curve to the left a distance 
of 97.97 feet·to Point "B" for this description, curve chord bears South 
83°51'13" West a distance of 97.73 feet; thence North 01°33'55" East a 
distance of 798.39 feet; thence South 89°07'43" East a distance of 264.57 
feet; thence North 01°33'57" East a distance of 515.10 feet; thence North 
89°16'28" West a distance of 996,30 feet; thence North 01°53'12" East a 
distance of 634.56 feet to the intersection with the Southerly right-of-way 
of the County Road; thence North 89°20'52" West along said right-of-way a 
distance of 300.92 feet to the intersection with the Easterly right-of-way 
of the County Road; thence South 01°59'38" West along said right-of-way a 
distance of 634.21 feet; thence North 89°16'28" West a distance of 30,01 
feet to Point "C" for this description; thence South 01°59'39" West a 
distance of 38.48 feet to a point of curve; thence along a 750.00 foot 
radius curve to the right a distance of 198.58 feet, curve chord bears 
South 09°34'45" West a distance of 198.00 feet; thence South 17°09'51" 
West a distance of 280.46 feet to Point uo" for this description; thence 
North 89°40'59" West a distance of 568.64 feet to the intersection with 
the West line of Lot 5, First Addition to Sunnyside; thence South 
01°50'44" West along the West line of Lot 5 and Lot 12, said First 
Addition to Sunnyside a distance of 804.60 feet to the intersection 
with the North line of the County right-of-way; thence North 89°59'14" 
East along said right-of-way a distance of 666.25 feet to the intersection 
with the West line of the Southwest quarter said Section 27i thenc.e South 
01°59'39" West a distance of 25.02 feet to the Point of Beg1nning. 
A strip of land 30.00 feet in width within the above tract of land which 
adjoins and lies parallel to the courses between Point "A" and Point "B" 
as described therein is reserved as an easement for access and utility purposes to adjacent lands. 
ALSO 
A strip of land 30.00 feet in width within the above tract of land which 
adjoins and lies parallel to the courses between Point "C" and Point "D" 
as described therein is reserved as an easement for access and utility 
purposes to adjacent lands. 
STATE OF IDAHO ~ ... 1 }ss. MAR 0 4 Z011 COUNTY OF KOO I"''_. Of 
FQREGO'NG IS A~ COPY 
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TAX DEED 
Parcel# 50N03W·27·7160 Bill #220140 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
AT THE REQUEST OF---
\< k :IN(!. .... ~!, MLC 
I 
zoo~ APR 14 A n~ ztt 
DANIEL J. ENGL~ 
FEE$ DEPUTY ~~ y 
~r~ 
WHEREAS, on the 13th day of April, 2004, a delinquency hearing for the Issuance of a Tax Deed was duly and regularly held 
pursuant to SECTION 63·1006, IDAHO CODE, as appears In the records of the Kootenai County Recorder at Coeur d'Alene, 
Idaho, and Is recorded in the Commissioners proceedings; and 
WHEREAS, a delinquency of property tax exists for the year 2000; and 
WHEREAS, as a result of said hearing the Board of County Commissioners in and for Kootenai County, Idaho, did direct that 
the Kootenai County Treasurer shall Issue this Tax Deed In favor of Kootenai County, Idaho, for the herein described property; 
and 
WHEREAS, the name and address of the former record owner or owners of said described property is: 
Alexander H. Hargis and John W. Acheson Jr and M. Eileen Acheson, husband and wife, and R.C. 
Collins 
6027 77th SE 
Mercer Island, WA 98040 
NOW, THEREFORE, In consideration of the aforesaid and by reason of SECTION 63·10051DAHO CODE, Tom Malzahn, the duly 
elected and qualified Treasurer In and for Kootenai County, Idaho, does hereby grant, convey, transfer, release and remise unto 
Kootenai County, Idaho, whose current address Is 451 Government Way; Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814, all right, title and interest 
to the following described property: 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Kootenai 
1 
r ss. 
J 
SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT 11A" 
Dated: Apri113, 2004 
On this 131h day of April, 2004, before me, Daniel J. English, Kootenai County Recorder, personally appeared 
Tom Malzahn, known or jdentlfied to me to be the Treasurer of Kootenai County who executed said instrument 
on behalf of sai.d.-Ko~tenai County, and acknowledged to me that such Kootenai County executed the same. 
'1'.!· , .. : 
~-· . 
·/;·f~~·:~:::·;_ 
., ...... : , .. , 
.. ,.. ....... ;· 
¢ 
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EXHIBIT "A" 
Parcel # 50N03W-27 -7160 Bill #220140 
SE-SW EXCEPT Tax#'S in Section 27, Township 50 North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian, Kootenai County, State 
of Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
That certain part of South half of Southwest·Quarter of Section 27, Township 50 
North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian, Kootenai County, Idaho., lying south of a 
parcel of land as described in a Warranty Deed recorded March 24, 1988 as 
Instrument No. 1112028, records of Kootenai County, Idaho, and also lying South of 
a parcel of land described in a Warranty Deed recorded June 5, 1989 as Instrument 
No. 1150484, records of Kootenai.County, Idaho and lying East of a parcel of land 
described in a Warranty Deed recorded April 30, 1999 as Instrument No. 1586858, 
records of Kootenai County, Idaho. 
Excepting therefrom that parcel of land as described in a Warranty Deed recorded 
December 28, ·1989 as Instrument No. 1137749, records ·of Kootenai County, Idaho. 
Exhibit "A" 
STATE OF IDAHO } COUNTY OF KOOTENAI ss. MAR 0 4 2011 
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SlATE OF \O.C..HO . 
COU!HY OF KOOTEH~·.I 
/J Hl.E REQbJEST OF L- J 
·---~L( __ C.~<-~ ... 
?C\1~ NO~ 28 A \\: 3\ 
County Deed DANIEL J.ENGLISH~ 
Bill #220140 ---0E~F'-:-7:UT:-:-:-Y--(./"". Parcel # 50N03W .. 27 -7160 
FEES----· 
Grantor, Kootenai County, a political sub-division of the State of Idaho, for good and valuable 
consideration received, does hereby grant, convey and transfer unto 
JeffD Owen 
3233 S Bonnell Rd 
Coeur d'Alene, 10 83814 
Grantee(s) and to the grantee's heirs, successors and assigns forever, the following described 
real property: 
SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT uA" 
Together with all tenements, hereditaments and appurtenances belonging thereto. 
DATED this f).B-t"' day of November, 2005. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
County of Kootenai ) 
On this ;±#day of November, 2005, before me the undersigned, a Notary Public in 
and for the State of Idaho, personally appeared S. J. "Gus" Johnson known or identified 
to me to be Chairman of the Kootenai County Board of Commissioners, and signed the 
foregoing instrument in his official capacity and acknowledged to me that he executed 
the same. WITNESS my signature and official seal. 
Not ry Public for the Sta of Idaho~ 
Resrtiing at: COQs. >\" ~' ~~~ 
Commission Expires: 
Exhibit .. J!f_ .. 
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EXHIBIT "A" 
Parcel # 50N03W-27 .. 7160 Bill #220140 
SE-SW EXCEPT Tax#'S In Section 27, Township 50 North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian, Kootenai County, State 
of Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
That certain part of South half of Southwest "Quarter of Section 27 ,· Township so 
North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridi~, Kootenai County, Idaho., lying south of a 
parcel of land as described in a Warranty Deed recorded March 24, l9BS as 
Instrument No. 1112029, records of Kootenai County, Idaho, and also lying south of 
a parcel of land described in a Warranty Deed recorded June 5, 1989 as Instrument 
No. 1150484, records of Kootenai-County, Idaho and lying East of a parcel of land 
described in a Warranty Deed recorded April 30, 1999 as Instrument No. 1S8G95B, 
records _of Kootenai County, Idaho. ' 
Excepting therefrom that parcel of land as described in a Warranty Deed recorded 
December 28, ·1989 as Inst:rwnent No. 1137749, records ·of Kootenai County, Iciaho. 
STATE OF IDAHO ~AI }ss. u AR 0 4 2011 
COUNTY OF KOO, "''"' mH 
FOREGOING IS A TAUE COPY OF 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE 0 IN THIS ()fACE 1liEORIGINAlt¥:NiONFILE~~"~ 
cUFFOROT.HAYES ~~ . 
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STATE: OF /0;41-10 ~TY OF KOOTENAI} SS 
SUSAN P. WEEKS, ISB # 4255 
JAMES, VERNON & WEEKS, P.A. 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene~ ID 83814·2971 
Telephone: (208) 667-0685 
Facsimile: (208) 664-1684 
Attorneys for Defendants 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, husband 
and wife, CASE NO.: CV 11-2136 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
DEFENDANTS OWENSES' 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, husband 
and wife, 
Defendants. 
COME NOW Defendants Jeff D. Owen and Karen A. Owen, husband and wife, 
("Defendants") in answer to Plaintiffs; Complaint admit, deny, and allege as follows: 
1. Deny each and every allegation which is not specifically admitted herein .. 
2. Answering the allegations contained in. Paragraphs 1 of the Complaint. 
Defendants allege they have no information or belief upon the subject 
contained therein sufficient to enable them to answer any of said 
allegations and. basin.g their denial on that ground, deny the same. 
3. Defendants admit the allegations of Paragraphs 2 and 3. 
4. Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 4. 
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5. Answering the allegations in Paragraph 5 of the Complaint, Defendants 
allege they have no information or belief upon the subject contained 
therein sufficient to enable them to answer any of said allegations and~ 
basing their denial on that ground, deny the same. 
6. Answering the allegations of Paragraphs 6, 7 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 17 and 
18 of the Complaint, Defendants admit the instrument numbers referenced 
are records of Kootenai County, wh.i.ch instrument speaks for themselves. 
7. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 13 of the Complaint, Defendants 
allege they have no infonnation or belief upon the subject contained 
therein sufficient to en.able them. to answer any of said allegations and~ 
basing their denial on that ground, deny the same. 
8. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 16 of the Complaint, Defendants 
admit the referenced conveyances did .not i.nclude Tax Parcel No. 7160 
and deny the remaining allegati.ons of Paragraph 16. 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
INTERFERENCE WITH EASEMENT RIGHTS 
9. Answering the allegations contained in. Paragraph 19 of the Complaint, 
Defendants admit there is an express easement over and across the North. 
30 feet of their property for the heirs, successors ad assigns of the original 
Grantor of the Owen parcel. Defendants allege they have no information 
or belief sufficient to enable them to answer the remaining allegati.ons of 
the paragraph, and therefore deny the same. 
10. Answering th.e allegations contained in Paragraph 20, Defendants admit 
there i.s an express easement over and across the South 30 feet of Tax 
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Parc:el Nos. 1.1. 844 and 14230 for the heirs, successors ad assigns of the 
original Grantor of these parcels. Defendants allege they have no 
infonnation or belief sufficient to enable them to an.swer the remaining 
allegations of the paragraph, and therefore deny the same. 
11. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 21 of the Complaint, Defendants 
deny they have blocked use of the easement over their property. 
12. Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 22, 23, 24, 25 and 26 of the 
Complaint. 
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
Reformation of Warranty Deed 
13. Defendants deny Paragraph 27, 28, 29~ 30, 31 an.d 32 of the Complaint. 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
Prescriptive Easement 
14. Defendants deny Paragraphs 33~ 34, and 35 of the Complaint. 
FOURT CAUSE OF ACTION 
Declaratory Judgment and Quiet Title 
15. Defendants deny the allegations of paragraph 36, 37, 38 and 39. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
1. Plaintiffs complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief c.an be 
granted. 
2. Plaintiff's claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitations set 
forth in Idaho Code §S-203. 
3. Plaintiff's claims are barred by the doctrines of laches, waiver and/or 
estoppels. 
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4. Plaintiffs are not entitled to seek a declaratory judgment pursuant to I.C. 
10-1201 et seq. 
5. Plaintiffs' rights are contro11ed by the metes and bounds description 
contained in thei.r deed. 
6. The merger doctrine prohibits Plaintiffs' claims. 
WHEREFORE, Defendants pray for entry of order in their favor and against 
Plaintiff as follows: 
1. Plaintiffs claim be dismissed and that P1aintifftakes nothing thereby; 
2. Defendants be awarded their costs and attorney's fee incurred herein; and 
3. Such other an.d further relief as is just and proper. 
DATED this 19thh day of April, 2011. 
JAMES, VERNON & WEEKS, P.A. 
By ~ow~ 
SUSAN P. WEEKS 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 19th day of April, 2011, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing document by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to the following: 
0 
0 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Scott L. Poonn.an 
Scott L. Poonnan, P.C. 
P.O. Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83835 
9.! Overnight Mail 
~ Telecopy {FAX) 
(208) 772-6811 
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Scott L. Poorman, ISB #4701 
SCOTT L. POORMAN, P.C. 
8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Post Office Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: (208) 772-6800 
Facsimile: (208) 772-6811 
Attorney for plaintiffs 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs, 
v. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 11-2136 
ORDER GRANTING 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 
Plaintiffs' motion for partial summary judgment was heard by the court on September 29, 
2011 with the plaintiffs represented by attorney Scott L Poorman and defendants represented by 
attorney Susan Weeks. Based upon the pleadings, arguments of counsel and the Court's oral 
finding and conclusions; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the plaintiffs' motion for partial summary judgment is 
granted as follows: 
1. An express easement exists across the north thirty feet of the OWEN Parcel described in 
Exhibit A attached and incorporated herein; 
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2. The express easement reserved over the north 30 feet ofthe OWEN Parcel is appurtenant 
to and for the benefit of that portion of the plaintiffs' real property described as "Parcel 
II" in Exhibit B attached and incorporated herein; 
3. The plaintiffs are successors-in-interest to the easement rights reserved in Kootenai 
County Instrument No. 1137747; 
4. The plaintiffs have the right to use the easement across the north thirty feet of the OWEN 
Parcel for roadway and all utility purposes, and without hindrance or obstruction from 
defendants or defendants' successors; and 
.i. ~Yejeetto the :J9fOYisi~ns ofldaho Coae §55 313, the defendruits, mrd theit stleeessor~ and 
a~sigss, a+e peFR1mtently et~~ine<:l and restrained from int@rferi:ng mitb the plaiatit'f~', and 
:taeit= successors and assigns, use and enJoyment of tire express easeme:nt over the north 
b?·A 
tffitty (30) feet ofthe OWEN Parcel. 
t-V 
Entered this Z. 't day of September, 2011. 
John Luster, District Judge 
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Clerk's Certificate of Delivery 
I hereby certify that on the-=:) q day of September, 2011, a true and accurate copy of the 
foregoing ORDER GRJ\~ Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment was 
delivered as follows: 
D U.S. mail postage paid 
~ fax transmission 
"D \and delivery 
Susan P. Weeks 
Jam~s, Vernon & Weeks, PA 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814-2971 1 "C.. 
Fax: 664-1§~ -()~ ~ )uJ/ 
Scott L. Poorman 
SCOTT L. POORMAN, P.C. 
PO Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Fax: 2-6811 
/ 
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1781225 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
All that portion of the Northwest quarter of Section 34, Township 50 North, Range 3 
W.B.M., Kootenai County, State of Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
COMMENCING at the Northeast corner of the Northwest quarter of said Section 34, 
thence 
South 00°25'26 11 West along the East line of the Northwest quarter, a distance of 
680.98 feet to a point distant North 00°25'26 11 East 1955.43 feet from the Southeast 
corner of the Northwest quarter of said Section 34, thence 
North 89°22'06 11 West a distance of 660.00 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING of 
this description; thence 
Continuing North 89°22'06" West, a distance of 660.00 feet; thence North 00°25'26 11 
East a distance of 680.00 feet more or less to a point on the North line of said 
Northwest quarter; thence 
South 89°07'48" East along the North line of said Northwest quarter, a distance of 
660.00 feet more or less to a point of intersection with a line drawn North 00°25'26" 
East from the POINT OF BEGINNING; thence 
South 00°25'2611 West, a distance of 680.00 feet more or less to the POINT OF 
BEGINNING. 
STATE OF IDAHO } 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI ss. MAR 0 4 2011 
THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A TRUE COPY OF 
THE ORIGINAL NOW ON FILE OR RECORD IN THiS OFFICE 
::en~+- *- 1181 ?:acsooo 
CUFFOROT. HAYES ..,.~./~~~ _; 
c;.rliifi.roroor ~ d 66 8-~ 
Exhibit .. _fl__ .. 
Page I of l • 
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Schedule B (continued) 
Polley No. 
File No. 73496 
Page 2 
1578141 
PARCEL 1: 
Tracts 6 through 11, FIRST ADDITION TO SUNNYSIDE, according to the plat recorded In the Offloe of the County 
Recorder, Kootenai County, Idaho, In Book "C" of Plats, page 96. 
- PARCEL-II: 
A tract of land In Sections 27, 28 and 34 all in Township 50 North, Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai County, Idaho, and 
more particularly described as follows: 
Beginning at the Northwest corner of said Section 34; thence South oo•28'2r West along the West line of the 
Northwest quarter said Section 34 a distance of 692.12 feet: thence South 89°22'06" East a dlstanoe of 445.86 feet: 
thence South 00°29'37" West a distance of 947.36 feet to the Intersection with the Norther1y rlght·of-way of the 
County Road; thence South 89•22'06" East along the right of way a distance of 1336.62 feet: thence North oo•33'0r 
East 8 distance of 947.35 feet; thence North 89•22'06" West 8 distance of 428.28 feet; thence North 00°26'28" East 
a distance of 716.49 feet to Point "A" for this description; thence North 89•07'47" West a dlstanoe of 183.40 feet to 
a point of curve; thence along a 400.00 foot radius curve to the left a distance of 97.97 feet to Point •s• for this 
description, curve chord bears South 83•51'13" West a distance of 97.73 feet; thence North 01 °33'65" East a 
distance of 798.39 feet: thence South 89 11 07'43" east a distance of 264.57 feet; thence North 01°33'6r East a 
distance of 515.10 feet; thence North 89°16'28" West a distance of 996.30 feet; thence North .01•63'12' East a 
d_lstance of 634.56 feet to the Intersection with the Southerly right of way of the County Road: thence North 89•20'52" 
West along said right of way a distance of 300.92 feet to the Intersection with the Easter1y right of way of the County 
Road; thence South 01 o 59'38" West along said right of way a distance of 634.21 feet; thence North 89 o 16'28" West 
a distance of 30.01 feet to Point •o• for this description: thence South 01•59'39" West a distance of 38.48 feet to a 
point of curve; thence along a 750.00 foot radius curve to the right a distance of 198.68 feet, curve chord bears 
South 09°34'45" West a distance of 198.00 feet; thence South 17'09'51' West a distance of 280.46 feet to Point •o• 
for this description; thence North 89"40'69" West a distance of 668.64 feet to the Intersection with the West line of 
Lot 5, First Addition to Sunnyside; thence South 01•60'44" West along the West line of Lot 5 and Lot 12, said First 
Addition to Sunnyside a distance of 804.60 feet to the Intersection with the North line of the County right of way; 
thence North 89"69'14" East along said rlgh~ of way a distance of 666.25 feet to the Intersection wtth the West line 
of the Southwest quarter said Section 27; thence South 01 °59'39" West a distance of 25.02 feet to the Point of 
Beginning. 
A strip of land 30.00 feet In width within the above tract of land which adjoins and lies parallel to the courses 
between Point "A" and Point •a• as described therein Is reserved as an easement for access and utility purposes to 
adjacent lands. · 
ALSO 
A strip of land 30.00 feet In width within the above tract of land which adjoins and lies parallel to the courses 
between Point •c• and Po1nt •o• as described therein Is reserved as an eBSement for access and utUity purposes to 
adjacent lands. 
PARCEL Ill: 
A parcel of land In the Southwest quarter of Section 27, Township 50 North, Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai County, 
Idaho, more particularly described as follows: 
The East half of the Southwest quarter of the Northwest quarter of the Southwest quarter of said Section 27, LESS 
a strip of land reserved for public roadway described as follows: 
SCHEDUlE A 
Commitment 
---------·----·--·----
CONTINUED 
Exhibit .. 15 •• 
Page I of _.._I _ 
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Susan P. Weeks:# 4255 
James, Vernon & Weeks) P.A. 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 8381.4 
Telephone: (208) 667-0683 
Facsim.ite: (208) 664-1684 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO~ IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants~ 
. JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants/Countercl.aimants, 
vs. 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN) 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants. 
CASE NO. CV-11-2136 
COUNTERCLAIM 
J. Defendants JEFF D. OWEN an.d KAREN A. OWEN, husband and wife, (hereafter 
''OWEN'') are residen:ts of Kootenai County, Idaho. 
COUNTERCLAIM: l 
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2. Plaintiffs BRENT .REGAN and MOURA REGAN, husband and wife, (hereafter 
"REGAN") are residents of Kootenai County, Idaho. 
I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
3. Jurisdiction is proper pursuant to I. C. § 5-514. 
4. Venue is proper i.n Kootenai County pursuant to I. C. § 5-404. 
II. FACTS 
PAGE 06/09 
5. The Court entered a partiaJ summary judgment in this matter on September 29, 2011 
vel'i:fying the Plaintiffs' the dght to usc the easement across the north thirty feet of the OWEN 
parcel for roadway and all utility purposes. 
6. Near the west end of the easement, the easement area had some old rotted trees 
lying in it that had fallen dow:n through the years. 
7. On or about Saturday, October 1, 20t l, Brent Regan opened his fence Hne up 
along the west boundary of our property adjacent to the easement across Defendants' property 
and entered the easement area with a backhoe. 
8. Brent Reagan. knocked down some branches from the easement area. He m.oved 
these branches and the rotted trees off the easement onto Defendants· property outside the 
easement area without Defendants' permission. 
9. Defendants called the Kootenai. County Sheriff to report the trespass. Upon. the 
deputy sheriff's arrival, Defendants informed them that they did not want Brent Regan to go 
outside the easement boundaries ~i.th his equipment, and objected to him pushing construction 
debris onto their property. 
10. Defendants were informed by PJaintiffs' agent ifth.ey wanted the logs that 
Plaintiffs intended removing from the easement they would have to say so or they would 
COUNTERCLAIM: 2 
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otherwise be hauled off. Plaintiffs' agent represented that slash from the tree removal would be 
burned on site under an approved burn permit and the stumps would be hauled off. 
1.1. Defendants informed Plainti.:ffs' age.nt they wanted the logs . 
..... 
12. Plaintiffs did not i.nquire where to place the logs. 
13. On or about October 20, 2011, Plaintiffs and/or their agent(s) dumped broken 
pieces of tree and tree debris on Defendants' property in a yard area where they were 
overseedin.g without consulting with Defendants. This area was outside the easement area. 
14. Plaintiffs were told by Defendants to remove the tree debris from Defendants' 
yard and refused to do so. 
15. Defendants removed the tree debris back to the easement area and. informed 
Plaintiffs' agent that it was not acceptable to place their constmction debris on their property. 
16. Plaintiffs and/or their agent(s) returned the debris to Defendants' yard outside the 
easement area. 
17. Plaintiffs and/or their agent(s) have caused construction. debris to slough off into 
the orphan parcel during the development of the easement al'ea. 
1 8. Plaintiff.., and/or their agent(s) have crossed the orphan parcel with vehicles a.nd 
damaged the vegetation and rutted the land. 
JJT. FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
TRESPASS 
19. Defendant incorporates in this cause of action. paragraphs 1 through 18 herein as 
though fully set out in tbjs cause of action at length. 
20. Plaintiffs and each. of them willfully trespassed upon Defendants' property outside 
the easement area. 
COUNTERCLAIM: 3 
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21. Such conduct was without lawful authority and constitutes a trespass tmder 
common law and Idaho code Section 6-202; Plaintiffs seek remedies as provided under co.mmon 
law and statute, including but not limited to tr.eble damages and attorney fees. 
22: As a direct and proximate result of Plaintiffs' trespass, Defendants' have incurred 
damages. 
WHEREFORE, Defendants pray for judgment against Plaintiffs i.n an amount as will 
sufficiently compensate Defendants for damages sustained, along wi.th reasonable costs, .interest, 
attomey' s fees and such other relief a.~ the Court may deem appropriate. specifically including, 
but not lin1ited to: 
J. • A Permanent Injunction restraining the Defendants from further trespass 
upon. and interference 'With, the Plaintiffs' quiet enjoyment of Plaintiffs• Real 
Property outside the easement area; 
. 2. Compensation. for damages caused by Plaintiffs' trespasses on Plaintiffs• 
Real Property outside the easement area, including cost of repairs; 
3. Reasonable attorney's fees an.d. costs, including statutory attorney's fees 
and costs pursuant to I.C. §6-202, §12-121, I.R.C.P. 54 and an.y other appl.icable law; 
4. Such other and further relief, including statutory, general and special 
re.lief, at law and in equity, to which Plaintiffs are justly entitled. 
DATED this_ day of March 2012. 
COUNTERCLAIM: 4 
JAMES, VERNON & WEEKS. P.A. 
By:..,....---------
Susan. P. Weeks 
Attorneys for: Defendants 
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·alATE Of ·tt:Wi() c} SS OOUN1Y OF KOOTENAJ . · 
Susan P. Weeks,# 4255 
James, Vernon & Weeks, P.A. 
1626 Lincoln Way 
FILED: tJ::; t{ 3 3~ 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667·0683 
Facsimile: (208) 664~1684 
Attorneys for D~fendants 
2011 HAY 21 PH ft: ItO 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husban.d and wife, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants. 
CASENO. CV-11-2136 
EXHIBIT LIST 
COMES NOW Defendants, by and through their attorneys ofr.ecord, Susan P. Weeks of 
the firm James, Vernon & Weeks, P.A. and hereby submits their Exhibit List as required by the 
Court's scheduling order in the form. attached h.ereto. In addition to the exhibits listed, 
Defendants may use any exhjbit contained on. Plaintiff's Exhibit List. 
~- DATED this ,;) I ~clay of May 20 J 2. 
EXHIBIT LIST: 1 
JAMES, VERNON & WEEKS, P .A. 
By: eke- (id ~._k 
Susan.P. Weeks 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
'Is I-I hereby cet1ify that on the:?. day of My 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument by the m.ethod indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Scott L. Poorman 
Scott L Poonnan, P.C. 
8884 North Government Way, Sui.te E 
Hayden, ID 83835 
EXHlBIT LIST: 2 
o /'l.J.s. Mail 
if Hand. Delivered 
0 Ovemight Mai1 
D Telecopy (FAX) (208) 772-6811 
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NO. DESCRIPTION BY OfFER liD ADMI1TED REFUSED R~ERVE STIP. RULING 
0 Record o.f Survey Book 
1.6, Pa.ge 11.0 
p Wa:r.ranty Deed No. ' 
1137749 
Q ~OJ'_t Plat QOU_bleJ 
Rancll. Boo.k ], Page 188 
R Short P1at Double J. 
Ranch Book J, Page 
188A 
s Record of Survey, Book 
8,Page80 
T Record of Survey, Book 
26,Page405 
u War.ranty Deed Inst. 
No.l.781225 
v Warranty Deed Inst. 
No. 1.137'747 
w Covenan18, Conditions 
a:nd Restrid:i.ons 
X Photograph. 
y Photograph 
z Photograph 
AA Photograph 
~-
BB- Photograph 
cc Photograph 
DD Phol'Ograph 
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Scott L. Poorman, ISB #4 701 
SCOTT L. POORMAN, P.C. 
8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Post Office Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: (208) 772-6800 
Facsimile: (208) 772-6811 
Attorney for plaintiffs 
SiATE OF IDAHO ' 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAir SS 
FILED: 
2012 HAY 21 PH 3: 35 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs, 
v. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 11-2136 
Plaintiffs' Exhibit List 
Plaintiffs, by and through their attorney of record, submit the following list of exhibits 
that may be offered at the trial of this matter in the order they are anticipated to be offered. 
Dated this2/ day of May, 2012. 
SCOTT L. POORMAN, P.C. 
Plaintiffs' Exhibit List Page -1 
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Plaintiffs' Exhibits Listed Numerically 
Case No. cv 11-2136 Trial Date: June 4, 2012 
Title of Case: Regan v. Owen. 
# Description Admitted Admit Offered Refused Reserve 
by_ Stip Ruling 
1 Deed, Instrument No. 775973 
2 Record of Survey, Book 1, Page 132 
3 Record of Survey, Book 1, Page 186 
4 Record of Survey, Book 1, Page 266 
5 Record of Survey, Book 2, Page 107 
6 Warranty Deed, Inst. No. 1112028 
7 Record of Survey, Book 19, Page 23 
8 Warranty Deed, Inst. No. 1137747 
9 Record of Survey, 
Book 16, Page 110 
10 Warranty Deed, Inst. No. 1137749 
11 Plat of "Double J Ranch" 
12 Warranty Deed, Inst. No. 1150484 
13 Real Estate Contract, 
Inst. No. 1162426 
14 Statutory Warranty Deed, 
Inst. No. 1586858 
15 Warranty Deed, Inst. No. 1578141 
16 Warranty Deed, Inst. No. 1639938 
17 Warranty Deed, Inst. No. 1781225 
18 Quitclaim Deed, Inst. No. 1823081 
19 Assessor's Map showing portions of 
Sections 27, 28 & 34 
20 Tax Deed, Inst. No. 1869850 
21 County Deed, Inst. No. 1997638 
22 Record of Survey - orphan parcel 
Book 26, Page 405 
23 Warranty Deed, No. 2294085000 
24 Kootenai County Sheriff's Dept. 
Incident Report # 1 0-061 07 
25 Kootenai County Building Permit 
#RES 10-0448 
Plaintiffs' Exhibit List Page- 2 
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# Description Admitted Admit Offered Refused Reserve 
by Stip Ruling 
27 Pioneer Title Commitment # 33093 
dated October 31, 1988 
28 Handwritten legal description for 
"Tract 13" 
29 Pioneer Title Commitment# 33093 
dated November 9, 1988 
30 Pioneer Title insurance documents 
for Hargis, et al. December 28, 1988 
31 Larry Runkle letter to Harold Smart 
October 11, 1994 
32 Assessor's records for parcel #7160 
33 Owen Request for Segregation or 
Combination, 12/9/201 0 
34 Record of Survey Book 5, Page 30 
35 Warranty Deed, No. 1059665 
36 Quitclaim Deed, No. 1145656 
37 Legal Description for Tax #18204 
38 Certified portion of Assessor's 
photograph No. 611040-187-204 
39 Tract map of Vista Estates -pending 
40 KCEarth on-line mapping tool: 
kcearth.kcgov. us/map/ default.html 
41 Deed of Trust, No. 2354392000 
42 Quit Claim Deed, No. 1586861 
43 As-Built drawings of water line 
through orphan parcel -pending 
44 Owen title commitment from First 
American, Jan. 17, 2003 
45 Owen title insurance policy with 
cover letter dated June 5, 2003 
46 March 22, 201 0 letter from Brent 
Regan to neighbor 
47 Aerial photo with parcel lines 
48 Regan title commitment 2/25/99 
49 Regan title insurance policy 3/3/99 
50 Centerline survey of private roadway 
-pending 
Plaintiffs' Exhibit List Page- 3 
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Certificate of Delivery 
I hereby certify that on the 1., / day of May, 2012, a true and accurate copy of the foregoing 
Plaintiffs' Exhibit List was delivered as follows: 
D U.S. mail postage paid 
~ax transmission 
(\ hand delivery 
Plaintiffs' Exhibit List 
Susan P. Weeks 
James, Vernon & Weeks, PA 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814-2971 
Fax: 664-1648 
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Scott L. Poorman, ISB #4701 
SCOTT L. POORMAN, P.C. 
8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Post Office Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: (208) 772-6800 
Facsimile: (208) 772-6811 
Attorney-for plaintiffs 
( 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs, 
v. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 11-2136 
ORDER Granting 
Preliminary Injunction 
The plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction was heard by the court on May 31st and 
June 41\ 2012, with the plaintiffs represented by their attorney of record, Scott L. Poorman, and 
the defendants represented by their attorney of record, Susan Weeks. Based on the evidence and 
testimony received, the arguments of counsel, the oral pronouncements of the Court and other 
good cause appearing: 
IT IS ORDERED that the plaintiffs' motion for a preliminary injunction is granted as 
follows: 
1. During the pendency of this action, the plaintiffs, and the plaintiffs' contractors and 
invitees, are entitled to use the existing roadway where it currently exists over and across 
the orphan parcel for ingress and egress to the plaintiffs' property from Bonnell Road; 
ORDER granting preliminary injunction Page -1 
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2. The defendants are enjoined and restrained from interfering with or obstructing the use of 
the existing roadway by the plaintiffs or the plaintiffs' contractors and invitees; 
3. The defendants shall remove any signs, posts, stakes, lathe, markers or other obstructions 
placed by the defendants within or across the width of the existing roadway. Defendants 
may leave-the-existing chain gate-in place with its lock and shall promptly provide the 
plaintiffs with the combination to open the lock. The plaintiffs may remove the northern 
gate post as necessary to allow access for construction traffic, provided the post is promptly 
replaced. No party or their agents shall remove any survey pins even if they exist within 
the roadway. 
4. The plaintiffs are entitled to maintain the existing roadway to the extent necessary to allow 
traffic to pass over it and to mitigate any damage within the roadway caused by Plaintiffs' 
use. The plaintiffs may not widen the existing roadway within the orphan parcel. 
5. The plaintiffs, and the plaintiffs' contractors or invitees, shall not remove any brush or tre5s 
from the orphan parcel, cut into or alter the natural berm that exists on the orphan parcel, or 
place any debris on the orphan parcel; 
6. The plaintiffs shall direct all construction traffic to or from the plaintiffs' property to use 
the existing roadway and to avoid crossing the defendants' paved driveway; 
7. The defendants may place barriers on the defendants' property to restrict traffic from 
cutting between the Owen easement and the orphan parcel, as long as such barriers do not 
interfere with the plaintiffs' use of the existing roadway or the easement over the North 30' 
of the Owen Parcel. 
ORDER granting preliminary injunction Page- 2 
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8. The plaintiffs shall deposit cash, certified funds or a surety bond in the amount of 
$10,000.00 with the Clerk ofthe Court in accordance with I.R.CP. 65(c), and give notice of 
said deposit to the defendants; 
9. This preliminary injunction shall be effective upon the plaintiffs' deposit of the security 
stated above and shall remain in effect until further Order of this Court . 
.,.i.-
Entered this J.3.._:_ day of June, 2012. 
John Luster, District Judge 
Clerk's Certificate of Delivery 
I hereby certifY that on the 4. day of June, 2012, a true and accurate copy ofthe foregoing 
ORDER granting preliminary injunction was delivered as follows: 
~ D U.S. mail postage paid 
"""B. fax transmission 
D hand delivery 
~ D U.S. mail postage paid 
~fax transmifsion 
D hand delivtty 
i 
! 
I 
Susan P. Weeks 
James, Vernon & Weeks, PA 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814-2971 
Fax: 66~ j {(J(;vJ 
Scott L. joorman j 
SCorif~· POORMAN, P.C. 
POB '2871 
Hay en, ID 83835 
I 
Fa : 172-6811 
I 
I 
I 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
) 
) 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, ) 
) 
Plaintiffs, ) 
) 
V. ) 
) 
JEFF D. AND KAREN A OWEN, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
CASE NO. CV-201t-2e36 
DECISION AND ORDER RE: 
PLAINTIFFS' SECOND MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND 
DEFENDANTS' SECOND MOTION 
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Scott Poorman, ATTORNEY AT LAW, for Plaintiffs. 
Susan P. Weeks, JAMES VERNON & WEEKS, for Defendants. 
I. FINDINGS OF FACT AND COURSE OF PROCEDURE 
On July 24, 1978, a company called BAR-ACH, Inc., transferred title to a large 
portion of real property to the following individual principles: Alexander H. Hargis, John 
W. Acheson, Jr., and RC. Collins ("Original Owners"). 1 (Ex. B, Affidavit of Susan Weeks 
(August 30, 2012), 1J 2.) BAR-ACH, Inc. thereafter dissolved on August 2, 1978. (Ex. A, 
Aff. Weeks (Aug. 30, 2012).) The Original Owners then commissioned a property 
survey from K.A. Durtschi. The property survey, dated June 26, 1979, depicted the 
1 Subsequently, R.C. Collins died and his children Thomas Collins and Judy Baker were appointed co-
personal representatives of his estate. 
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property in four parcels with a proposed sixty-foot wide road running from Bonnell Road 
along the southern boundary of two of the parcels. (Ex. 1, Affidavit of Thomas Collins, 
~~ 3 and 4.) The property survey depicts a centerline in the proposed road, and shows 
that the Section 27 line divides the road at an angle. (ld.). No road was constructed at 
the time of the survey. (ld.) The property survey was recorded in Book 1 of Surveys, 
Page 186, Kootenai County. (ld.) 
Subsequently, the same survey company performed another property survey at 
the request of the Original Owners in 1986, this time including additional lots to the 
west. (Ex. B, Affidavit of Susan Weeks, March 28, 2012.) This survey showed that the 
proposed road was to be sixty (60) feet wide and would allow access to some of the 
additional lots. (ld.) This property survey was also recorded in Book 5 of Surveys, Page 
30, Kootenai County, Idaho. (ld.) 
The Original Owners then began to sell the property in parcels that are of a 
different size and shape than depicted in either the 1979 or 1986 survey. The Regans 
own two parcels of the Original Owners' property northwest and west of the proposed 
road and accessing "Parcel II" is at issue. The chain of title for Regan's Parcel II is as 
follows: 
a. Real Estate Contract between Original Owners and Leslie Jean 
Schunemann Marchelli Trust ("Trust") dated October 2, 1989, as 
Kootenai County Instrument No. 1162426. (Plaintiff's Ex. 13.) 
b. Statutory Warranty Deed from the Original Owners to Leslie Jean 
Schunemann Marchelli Trust on April 30, 1999, as reflected in 
Kootenai County lnst. No. 1586858. (Plaintiff's Verified Complaint, Ex. 
12.) 
c. Warranty Deed from the Leslie Jean Schunemann Marchelli Trust to 
Brent Regan and Moura Regan, husband and wife, recorded on March 
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3, 1999 as Kootenai County Instrument No. 1578141. (Plaintiff's 
Verified Complaint, Ex. 1.) 
The Owens own the OWEN Parcel to the south of the proposed road and the chain of 
title for the OWEN parcel is as follows: 
a. Warranty Deed from the Original Owners to Harold D. Smart and W. 
Jean Smart, husband and wife, recorded on December 28, 1988, as 
- Kootenai County Instrument No. 1137747 (Ex~ 2,-Affidavit of Harold D. 
Smart.) 
b. Warranty Deed from Harold D. Smart and W. Jean Smart, husband 
and wife, to Cheryl Anne Bower recorded on November 10, 1994, as 
Kootenai County Instrument No. 1377497. (Ex. 8, Aff. Smart.) 
c. Warranty Deed from Cheryl Anne Bower to David Hanna and Helen 
Hanna, recorded on April 18, 1997 as Kootenai County Instrument No. 
1486931 (Aff. of Scott Poorman, Ex. 1.) 
d. Warranty Deed from David Hanna and Helen Hanna to defendants Jeff 
Owen and Karen Owen, husband and wife, recorded on February 11, 
2003, as Kootenai County Instrument No. 1781225. (Plaintiff's Verified 
Complaint, Ex. 2.) 
The legal description in the 1989 Real Estate Contract and the Warranty Deed 
between the Original Owners and the Leslie Jean Schunemann Marchelli Trust (the 
Regan's predecessor) sets the southern boundary of Regans' Parcel II as the centerline 
of the proposed road. (Exs. 6 & 7, Aff. Collins.) The Original Owners also reserved a 
thirty-foot easement for roadway and utility purposes along the southern boundary of 
each parcel in Section 27, and along the northern boundary of each parcel in Section 
34. (Exs. Aff. Collins.) 
The Original Owners also deeded the parcel east of the OWEN Parcel to Judith 
Johnson on November 28, 1988. (Ex. 4, Aff. Collins.) The northern boundary of the 
Johnson Parcel is the same as the centerline of the proposed road. (ld.) The Original 
Owners also deeded a property north of the OWEN Parcel to Patricia H. Hart on March 
DECISION AND ORDER RE: PLAINTIFFS' SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND 
DEFENDANTS' SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- 3 
RAGAN, ETAL VS.  OWEN, ETAL SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 40848-2013 97 of 141
24, 1988, and the southern boundary of the Hart Parcel was the centerline of the 
proposed road. (Exs. 2 & 8, Aff. Collins.) Additionally, the Original Owners deeded 
property north and west of the OWEN Parcel to Robert and Debora Doney on June 5, 
1989, and this deed placed the southern boundary for the Doney Parcel as the 
centerline of the proposed road. (Ex.5, Aff. Collins.) 
- ~ - - - - - - -
However, when the Original Owners transferred what is now the OWEN Parcel to 
the Smarts in 1988, the warranty deed did not place the northern boundary of the 
OWEN parcel at the centerline of the proposed road. Instead, 1988 Warranty Deed 
from the Original Owners to the Smarts placed the northern boundary of the OWEN 
Parcel at the Section 27 line. (Ex. 8, Aff. Smart.) The result, then, is the "Orphan 
Parcel": a triangular property between the Section 27 line and the centerline of the 
proposed road. The proposed sixty (60) foot road, then, was split into two thirty-foot 
portions over the Orphan Parcel. 
On June 25, 1997, the same survey company recorded a record of survey 
depicting the Orphan Parcel. (Ex. C, Aff. Weeks (March 28, 2012).) In 1999 the 
Kootenai County Assessor assigned the Orphan Parcel a parcel number. (Ex. 7, 
Affidavit of Scott Poorman.) No person paid the taxes on the Orphan Parcel in the tax 
year 2000, and the Kootenai County Assessor recorded a tax deed on the parcel on 
April14, 2004. (Plaintiff's Ex. 20.) 
Jeff Owen purchased the Orphan Parcel on November 28, 2005, as shown in 
Kootenai County Instrument No. 1997638. (Plaintiff's Ex. 21.) Jeff Owen then deeded 
the Orphan Parcel to himself and his wife Karen A. Owen, on December 9, 2010, as 
Kootenai County Instrument No. 2294085000 (Ex. 2, Aff. Poorman.) 
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On March 11, 2011, the Regans filed a complaint against the Owens alleging 
four causes of action: 1) Interference with Express Easement, 2) Reformation of 
Warranty Deed, 3) Prescriptive Easement, and 4) Declaratory Judgment and Quiet Title. 
The Regans then moved for summary judgment on their first claim, and this Court 
granted the motion, finding and concluding that: "1. An express easement exists across 
the north thirty feet of the OWEN Parcel. 2. The express easement reserved over the 
north thirty feet of the OWEN Parcel is appurtenant to and for the benefit of that portion 
of the plaintiff's real property described as [Regan's Parcel II]." The thirty-foot express 
easement enjoyed by the Regans, then, is determined by the Section 27 line at the 
northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel, not the centerline of the proposed road. 
The Owens then filed a counterclaim for trespass on March 16, 2012. After 
some significant evidentiary and procedural disputes, the parties appeared before this 
Court on May 31, 2012, and June 4, 2012, for purposes of the Regans Motion for a 
Preliminary Injunction. After hearing from the parties, this Court found and concluded 
that "[d]uring the pendency of this action, the [Regans], and the [Regans'] contractors 
and invitees, are entitled to use the existing roadway where it currently exists over and 
across the orphan parcel for ingress and egress to the plaintiffs' property from Bonnell 
Road." The Court, then, determined that the Regans enjoy a thirty-foot prescriptive 
easement that runs along the centerline of the proposed road. Thus, the Regans have 
an express easement over the northern thirty feet of the OWEN Parcel (the portion that 
split away from the proposed road and runs south of the proposed road), and a 
prescriptive easement over the Orphan Parcel. 
DECISION AND ORDER RE: PLAINTIFFS' SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND 
DEFENDANTS' SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- 5 
RAGAN, ETAL VS.  OWEN, ETAL SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 40848-2013 99 of 141
The Regans have moved for summary judgment in regards to the Reformation of 
Warranty Deed claim. This Court heard from the parties on September 13, 2012. The 
Owens also moved for summary judgment in regards to the Reformation of Warranty 
Deed claim, and this Court heard from the parties on October 2, 2012. This Court, 
being fully advised as to the pleadings and arguments of the parties, hereby issues the 
following Decision and Order: 
II. LEGAL STANDARDS 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 56( c) provides for summary judgment where there 
is no genuine issue of material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a 
matter of law, based on the "pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, together 
with any affidavits." Zumwalt v. Stephan, Balleisen & Slavin, 113 Idaho 822, 748 P.2d 
405 (Ct. App. 1987). 
In order to make that determination, the court must look to "the pleadings, 
depositions, and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any .... " (I.R.C.P. 
56.) Supporting and opposing affidavits must set forth such facts as would be 
admissible in evidence. (I.R.C.P. 56.) Once the moving party has properly supported 
the motion for summary judgment, the non-moving party must come forward with 
evidence which contradicts the evidence submitted by the moving party and which 
establishes the existence of a material issue of disputed fact. Zehm v. Associated 
Logging Contractors, Inc., 116 Idaho 349, 775 P.2d 1191 (1988). If the record contains 
conflicting inferences or if reasonable minds might reach different conclusions, a 
summary judgment must be denied. Roell v. City of Boise, 130 Idaho 197, 938 P.2d 
1237 (1997); Bonz v. Sudweeks, 119 Idaho 539, 808 P.2d 876 (1991). 
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The facts in the record are to be liberally construed in favor of the party opposing 
the motion. The opposing party cannot rest upon mere allegations or denials, but the 
party's response, by affidavits or otherwise, must set forth specific facts showing that 
there is a genuine issue of material fact. (I.R.C.P. 56(e)); Smith v. Meridian Joint 
School District No. 2, 128 Idaho 714, 918 P.2d 583 (1996); G & M Farms v. Funk 
-- - -- --- - --
Irrigation Co., 119 Idaho 514, 808 P.2d 851 (1991); Edwards v. Conchemco, Inc., 111 
Idaho 851, 727 P.2d 1279 (Ct. App. 1986). 
While the pleadings were presented as the result of two motions for summary 
judgment heard at different times, because the motions pertain to the same issue this 
Court will consider the pleadings cross-motions for summary judgment. Where the 
parties have filed cross-motions for summary judgment relying on the same facts, 
issues and theories, the parties effectively stipulate that there is no genuine issue of 
material fact that would preclude the district court from entering summary judgment. 
Davis v. Peacock, 133 Idaho 637, 640, 991 P.2d 362, 365 (1999) (citations omitted). 
However, the mere fact that both parties move for summary judgment does not in and of 
itself establish that there is no genuine issue of material fact. Kromrei v. AID Ins. Co., 
110 Idaho 549, 551, 716 P.2d 1321 (1986)(citing Casey v. Highlands Ins. Co., 100 
Idaho 505, 507, 600 P.2d 1387, 1389 (1979)). The fact that the parties have filed cross-
motions for summary judgment does not change the applicable standard of review, and 
this Court must evaluate each party's motion on its own merits. Stafford v. Klosterman, 
134 Idaho 205, 207, 998 P.2d 1118, 1119 (2000)(citing Bear Island Water Ass'n. Inc .. v. 
Brown. 125 Idaho 717, 721, 874 P.2d 528, 532 (1994)). 
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Ill. ANALYSIS 
This controversy arises because the Regans enjoy two thirty-foot easements that 
are split by the Orphan Parcel. It is the Regans' position that the Orphan Parcel is the 
result of a mutual mistake between the Original Owners and the Smarts and the 
warranty deeds should be reformed to reflect that it was always the intention of the 
- -- - -
Original Owners and the Smarts that the OWEN Parcel's northern boundary be the 
centerline of the proposed road, not the Section 27 line. It is the Owens' position that 
any claim of mutual mistake is time barred, but also that no mutual mistake occurred. 
A. The Regans' Claim for Deed Reformation is Not Time Barred 
The Owens assert that any claim of mutual mistake is time barred by I.C. § 5-
218(4)_2 This subsection provides: "Within three (3) years ... (4) An action for relief on 
the ground of fraud or mistake. The cause of action in such case not to be deemed to 
have accrued until the discovery, by the aggrieved party, of the facts constituting the 
fraud or mistake." The Idaho Court of Appeals discussed this statute in depth in the 
case of Aitken v. Gill: 
However, in applying the statute to a fraud case, our Supreme Court has 
held that "actual knowledge of the fraud will be inferred if the allegedly 
aggrieved party could have discovered it by the exercise of due diligence." 
Nancy Lee Mines, Inc. v. Harrison, 95 Idaho 546, 547, 511 P.2d 828, 829 
(1973). We believe the same principle logically applies to causes of action 
based upon mistake. Accordingly, we hold that an action seeking relief 
from mistake will be time-barred under I.C. § 5-218(4) unless it is filed 
within three years after the mistake could have been discovered in the 
2 The Owens raised the following affirmative defense in their April 19, 2011 Answer: "Plaintiff's claims are 
time barred by the applicable statute of limitations set forth in Idaho Code 5-203." Section 5-203, 
however, applies to cases where a prescriptive easement is asserted, not to mutual mistake of the parties 
in regards to a real estate transaction. However, as per I.R.C.P. 8(c) and Fuhuriman v. State Department 
of Transportation, 143 Idaho 800, 803-04, 153 P .3d 480, 483-84 (2007), the failure to plead the 
affirmative defense of I. C. § 5-218( 4) is not fatal if the defense is raised prior to trial and the opposing 
party has an opportunity to respond. Here, the Regans have had an opportunity to respond and trial has 
not yet occurred on the claim of mutual mistake. As a result, this Court may consider the Owens' 
affirmative defense of the statute of limitations. 
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exercise of due diligence. Accord Black Leaf Products Co. v. Chemsico, 
Inc., 678 S.W.2d 827 (Mo.App.1984); Haddad v. Boon, 609 S.W.2d 609 
(Tex.Civ.App.1980). 
An issue of due diligence is one of fact, to be addressed in the first 
instance by the trial court. See Full Circle, Inc. v. Schelling, 108 Idaho 634, 
701 P.2d 254 (Ct.App.1985); Reis v. Cox, 104 Idaho 434, 660 P.2d 46 
- ( 1-983). - - - - - - - -
When deeds are recorded, constructive knowledge of their contents is 
imparted only to "subsequent" purchasers or encumbrancers. I. C. § 55-
811. In any event, such constructive knowledge could be no greater than 
the sellers' actual knowledge when they signed and delivered the deeds. 
Aitken v. Gill, 108 Idaho 900, 902, 702 P.2d 1360, 1362 (Ct. App. 1985) (Emphasis 
added).) 
The Owens have the burden of showing that the Regans' claim of mutual mistake 
is time barred. According to the Owens, the Regans "should have known in 1999 that 
the orphan parcel was not included in [the Regans'] purchase." In support, the Owens 
offer a "commitment for title insurance" from Pioneer Title Company dated February 
1999 that reflects the legal description in the Real Estate Agreement between the Leslie 
Jean Marchelli Trust and the Original Owners. (Ex. A, Aff. Weeks (September 4, 2012)) 
and does not include the Orphan Parcel. 
However, the Owens misstate the issue presented. The issue is not whether the 
Orphan Parcel should have been included in the conveyance from the Original Owners 
to the Leslie Jean Marchelli Trust and then to the Regans; the issue is whether the 
Orphan Parcel should have been included in the conveyance from the Original Owners 
to the Smarts. 
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The Regans present sufficient evidence to show the Original Owners' actual 
knowledge when they signed and delivered the deed to the Smarts in 1988 through the 
Affidavit of Collins (seller) and the Affidavit of William Smart (buyer). According to the 
seller Thomas Collins: 
the creation of the orphan parcel was not intentional and was the result of 
- a mistake in the legal des-cription in tne \Narranty-Deea-toHarola D. s-rtlarf 
and W. Jean Smart ... The northern boundary of the parcel conveyed to 
Mr. and Mrs. Smart was intended to be the centerline of the [proposed 
road] ... [T]he legal description of used in the Warranty Deed to Harold 
and Jean Smart was provided to Pioneer Title Company in November of 
1988 by our agent, George Kelly. To the best of my knowledge, the legal 
descriptions used in the deeds to Patricia Hart, Judith Johnson, Robert 
Doney and Debora Doney, and the Marchelli Trust were supplied by our 
surveyor. 
(Aff. Collins, 1J1J13 & 15.) Thomas Collins goes on to state that as of 1994, he 
considered the contract between the Original Owners and William Smart fulfilled. (Aff. 
Collins, 1J 17.) However, there is no evidence in the record regarding when Thomas 
Collins learned about the legal description that created the Orphan Parcel. 
Similarly William Smart attests that: 
Based on the location of the unimproved roadway as it existed in 1988 
and the reserved easement in our legal description and Warranty Deed, 
my wife and I assumed in 1988 that the northern boundary of our property 
extended to the centerline of that existing roadway ... After we purchased 
the 1 D-acre parcel in 1988, we next visited the property in the summer of 
1989. At that time, my wife and I looked for survey pins or other markers 
to identify the corners of the parcel. I do not recall that we found any pins 
or markers, but we believed that the existing barb-wire fence marked our 
eastern boundary and the centerline of the existing roadway marked our 
northern boundary ... From the time of our purchase in 1988 until we sold 
the property in 1994, my wife and I believed that the existing roadway to 
our parcel from Bonnell Road ran across the northern thirty (30) feet of our 
parcel. We did not learn that our understanding was mistaken until we 
were contacted by the plaintiffs' attorney in April 2012 and shown a copy 
of the Record of Survey for the orphan parcel. 
(Aff. Smart, 1J1J 9, 12, and 18 (Emphasis Added).) 
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The Owens, then, have only produced evidence that the Regans received 
precisely the property that the Regans believed they purchased in 1999, and that the 
Regans, like Johnsons, Harts, and Doneys, believed that they had an easement totaling 
sixty (60) feet wide across the southern and northern boundaries of the properties 
conveyed by the Original Owners. This evidence does not create a duty of due 
diligence on the part of the Regans. 
The remaining evidence presented by the Owens amounts to the legal 
descriptions in the recorded deeds from the Original Owners to the Smarts and the 
Leslie Jean Marchelli Trust. Under Aitken, recorded deeds are only "constructive 
knowledge" and such knowledge is imparted only to subsequent purchasers or 
encumbrancers and such knowledge could not be greater than that of the seller's 
knowledge. Here, the evidence presented shows that neither the Original Owners nor 
the buyers (the Smarts) knew of the deficient legal description at the time of the sale 
and delivery of the deeds, and that both believed that the OWEN Parcel's northern 
boundary extended to the centerline of the proposed road. Moreover, the Regans are 
not subsequent purchasers or encumbrancers of the OWEN Parcel or the Orphan 
Parcel. The OWEN Parcel was encumbered at the time the Regans purchased 
Regans' Parcel II which benefited from the express easement in the Regans' chain of 
title since 1989. 
Given that the Owens' have the burden to prove the affirmative defense and the 
lack of evidence presented that the Regans knew or should have known about the 
creation of the Orphan Parcel, this Court cannot conclude that the Regans' claim of 
mutual mistake is time barred. As a result, the Defendants' Second Motion for 
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Summary Judgment must be denied because the Owens did not carry their burden and 
produce sufficient evidence that I. C.§ 5-218 bars the Regans' claim for mutual mistake. 
B. The Regans Have Carried Their Burden and Shown that Mutual Mistake 
Occurred Between the Original Owners and the Smarts. 
The Idaho Supreme Court defined the doctrine of mutual mistake in Bailey v. 
ewing:- -- - --
A mistake is an unintentional act or omission arising from ignorance, 
surprise, or misplaced confidence. See 13 WILLISTON ON CONTRACTS 
§ 1535 (3d ed. 1970). The mistake must be material or, in other words, so 
substantial and fundamental as to defeat the object of the parties. 
Woodahl v. Matthews. 639 P.2d 1165 (Mont.1982). A unilateral mistake is 
not normally grounds for relief for the mistaken party, whereas a mutual 
mistake is. Loeb Rhoades. Hornblower & Co. v. Keene, 28 Wash.App. 
499, 624 P.2d 742 (1981). See Moran v. Copeman, 55 Idaho 785, 47 P.2d 
920 (1935). A mutual mistake occurs when both parties, at the time of 
contracting, share a misconception about a basic assumption or vital fact 
upon which they based their bargain. Mat-Su!Biackard!Stephan & Sons v. 
State. 647 P.2d 1101 (Alaska 1982); Shrum v. Zeltwanger, 559 P.2d 1384 
(Wyo.1977). Some courts require the parties to have the same 
misconception about the same basic assumption or vital fact. E.g., Shrum 
v. Zeltwanger, supra. However, mutual mistake also has been defined to 
include situations in which the parties labor under differing misconceptions 
as to the same basic assumption or vital fact. RESTATEMENT (SECOND) 
CONTRACTS§ 152, comment h (1981) [hereafter cited as Restatement]. 
We believe the Restatement presents the better view. The assumption or 
fact must be the same; otherwise two unilateral mistakes, instead of one 
mutual mistake, would result. 
105 Idaho 636, 638, 671 P.2d 1099, 1101 (Ct.App.1983); see Hughes v. Fisher, 142 
Idaho 474, 482, 129 P.3d 1223, 1231 (2006) (citing Bailey v. Ewing); see also Leydet v. 
City of Mountain Home, 119 Idaho 1041, 1044, 812 P.2d 755, 758 (Ct. App. 1991 ). 
The Regans have carried their burden and shown that a mutual mistake 
occurred. As described above, the Affidavits of William Smart and Thomas Collins set 
forth uncontradicted statements that neither the buyer nor the seller of the OWEN 
Parcel intended to place the northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel at the Section 27 
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line, but that the parties intended to place the northern boundary at the centerline of the 
proposed road in the same fashion as the boundaries on the surrounding parcels. (Aff. 
Smart, ~~4, 8, 9, 11, 18, and 19; Aff. Collins,~~ 13, 14, and 15.) There is also some 
evidence, as discussed above, that neither the Smarts nor the Original Owners knew or 
believed that the northern boundary was any other place than the centerline of the 
proposed road, and both parties acted in accordance with this belief for a period of 
some years, as did subsequent purchasers. (ld.) There is no evidence produced by the 
Defendants that contradicts the intention expressed by either Thomas Collins or William 
Smart. 
The weight of the evidence shows that it is most likely that the real estate agent 
used the wrong legal description on the one occasion that the real estate agent instead 
of the survey company was involved in drafting the legal description. (Aff. Collins, ~ 15.) 
The Regans', then, have shown that the Original Owners and the Smarts both, at the 
time of contracting, shared a misconception about a basic assumption or vital fact upon 
which they based their bargain: location of the northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel 
was located in a different place than the legal description provided. As a result, this 
Court concludes that the Orphan Parcel was created, and the discontinuity between the 
easements resulted, from a mutual mistake between the Original Owners and the 
Smarts. 
C. The Regans are Entitled to the Remedy of Deed Reformation 
The Regans assert that as a result of the mutual mistake, they are entitled to the 
reformation of the deed between the Original Owners and the Smarts so that the 
express easement would run along the northern boundary of the Orphan Parcel instead 
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of the OWEN parcel. However, the Owens claim that they are bona fide purchasers 
without notice and would be prejudiced by the reformation of the deed. In Bailey, the 
Idaho Supreme Court gave trial courts guidance in the area of reformation of a deed 
when a party asserts it is a bona fide purchaser without notice: 
Given the proper circumstances a court may reform the instrument for an 
-aggrievetl p-arty. -Bilbao-v.XretUnger;u9f laaho-69-;- 4T5-P.2a 712(1966). A 
court acts properly "in reforming an instrument when it appears from the 
evidence . . . that the instrument does not reflect the intentions of the 
parties" because of mutual mistake. Collins v. Parkinson, 96 Idaho 294, 
296, 527 P.2d 1252, 1254 (1974). The court reforms the instrument to 
reflect the intention of the parties, i.e., the agreement the parties would 
have made but for the mistake. Exum v. Portneuf-Marsh Valley Irrigation 
Co., 38 Idaho 155, 220 P. 112 (1923). 
What the parties actually intended is a question for the trier of fact. Pollard 
Oil Co. v. Christensen, 103 Idaho 110, 645 P.2d 344 (1982). Normally the 
intent of the parties must be derived from the language of the instrument 
itself if that instrument is unambiguous. Gardner v. Fliegel, 92 Idaho 767, 
450 P.2d 990 (1969) 
In Collins, our Supreme Court held that parol evidence may be admitted to 
show a modification of the instrument when mutual mistake is proved. 
"The parol evidence rule applies only to integrated writings, and if the 
mistake is mutual the writing is not integrated. Therefore parol evidence is 
admissible in this instance." Collins v. Parkinson, 96 Idaho at 296, 527 
P.2d at 1254. In Bilbao v. Krettinger, supra, parol evidence was held 
admissible to prove that by reason of mutual mistake the parties' true 
intent was not expressed by the written instrument. Parol evidence may 
also be used to show what that true intent was. 
The general rule is that reformation will not be granted if it appears such 
relief will prejudice the rights of bona fide and innocent purchasers. See 
cases collected in 44 A.L.R. 78 (1926), supplemented by 79 A.L.R.2d 
1180 (1961). A purchaser must lack notice both of the mistake and of the 
true intent of the parties, in order to prevent reformation. Beams v. Werth, 
200 Kan. 532, 438 P.2d 957 (1968). Actual notice however is not required. 
Elwood v. Stewart, 5 Wash. 736, 32 P. 735 (1893). If there are 
circumstances which ought to put a party on inquiry as to ownership of 
property, that party is not considered a purchaser without notice and so 
cannot avoid reformation of the instrument. Fajen v. Powlus, 96 Idaho 
625, 533 P.2d 746 (1975). Walters v. Tucker, 308 S.W.2d 673 (Mo.1957). 
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Whether a party is aware of circumstances sufficient to put him on inquiry 
is a question of fact. Pfleuger v. Hopple. 66 Idaho 152, 156 P.2d 316 
(1945). 
The question becomes whether Bailey was a bona fide purchaser without 
notice. On remand the trial court will need to determine whether Bailey 
was a bona fide purchaser without notice. He bears the burden of proof on 
this point. lmig v. McDonald, 77 Idaho 314, 291 P.2d 852 (1955) 
Bailey v. Ewing, 105tdaho 636,-641, 671 P:2d 1099, f104 (Ct:App.u1983). 
The issues presented, then, are whether the Owens are 1) bona fide purchasers 
2) without notice of the mistaken northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel and the 
Orphan Parcel, and 3) whether the Owens would be prejudiced by reformation of the 
deed from the Original Owners to the Smarts. The Owens bear the burden of proof. 
The Owens are certainly bona fide purchasers of both the OWEN Parcel and the 
Orphan parcel. The Owens purchased the OWEN Parcel in 2003 and the Orphan 
Parcel in 2005. However, the Owens claim that they did not have either actual notice of 
the mistake in the chain of title or of the true intention of the Original Owners in regards 
to the placement of the northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel. The Owens also argue 
that they were not aware of any circumstances that would put them on inquiry as to the 
ownership of the parcels. 
The evidence presented shows that the Owens, by virtue of the legal description 
in the chain of title, had actual notice that the northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel 
was located on the Section 27 line. However, even if the Owens did not have actual 
notice, the Owens knew by the time they purchased the Orphan Parcel in 2005 that the 
northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel was the Section 27 line and that no party 
claimed ownership to or paid taxes on the Orphan Parcel. This shows that the OWENs 
were on inquiry notice in 2005 that the conveyance by the Original Owners to the 
----DECIStOf\t7\ND---oRDE~RFPCAlf\JTIFFS,_SECOf\JDI'vlOTfOf\fTOR-SUl'VIl'\7f7.\Ry-JOD-GMEf\JT AND 
DEFENDANTS' SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT -15 
RAGAN, ETAL VS.  OWEN, ETAL SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. 40848-2013 109 of 141
Smarts may have contained an erroneous legal description. As a result, this Court 
concludes that the Owens are bona fide purchasers who were on inquiry notice at least 
that there was a mistake in their chain of title. 
Even if the Owens were bona fide purchasers without notice, it appears that the 
Owens would not be prejudiced by the reformation of the deed from the Original Owners 
to the Smarts. The Owens currently own both the OWEN Parcel and the Orphan Parcel. 
The only issue, then, is the location of the Regans' easement over the Owens' 
collectively owned parcels. The Owens have not made any showing other than some 
assertions of asthenic value and concerns regarding topography as to why the Regans' 
express easement should not be in the location originally intended: bordering the 
centerline of the proposed road. This Court is not persuaded that these concerns 
amount to a prejudice of the Owens property rights. Given the facts and circumstances 
presented by the parties, this Court concludes that the remedy of deed reformation is 
warranted in this matter. 
IV. CONCLUSION 
The Plaintiffs' Second Motion for Summary Judgment is hereby GRANTED. The 
Defendants' Second Motion for Summary Judgment is hereby DENIED. It is hereby 
ORDERED that the 1988 Warranty Deed from the Original Owners to the Smarts shall 
be reformed to reflect that the northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel shall be the 
centerline of the proposed road. The Plaintiffs shall enjoy the benefit of two thirty-foot 
easements (one north of the centerline of the proposed road and one to the south of the 
centerline of the proposed road) as reserved in the chain of title to the properties at 
issue in this matter. 
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Smarts may have contained an erroneous legal description. As a result, this Court 
concludes that the Owens are bona fide purchasers who were on inquiry notice at least 
that there was a mistake in their chain of title. 
Even if the Owens were bona fide purchasers without notice, it appears that the 
Owens would not be prejudiced by the reformation of the deed from the Original Owners 
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to the Smarts. The Owens currently own both the OWEN Parcel and the Orphan Parcel. 
The only issue, then, is the location of the Regans' easement over the Owens' 
collectively owned parcels. The Owens have not made any showing other than some 
assertions of asthenic value and concerns regarding topography as to why the Regans' 
express easement should not be in the location originally intended: bordering the 
centerline of the proposed road. This Court is not persuaded that these concerns 
amount to a prejudice of the Owens property rights. Given the facts and circumstances 
presented by the parties, this Court concludes that the remedy of deed reformation is 
warranted in this matter. 
IV. CONCLUSION 
The Plaintiffs' Second Motion for Summary Judgment is hereby GRANTED. The 
Defendants' Second Motion for Summary Judgment is hereby DENIED. It is hereby 
ORDERED that the 1988 Warranty Deed from the Original Owners to the Smarts shall 
be reformed to reflect that the northern boundary of the OWEN Parcel shall be the 
centerline of the proposed road. The Plaintiffs shall enjoy the benefit of two thirty-foot 
easements (one north of the centerline of the proposed road and one to the south of the 
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centerline of the proposed road) as reserved in the chain of title to the properties at 
issue in this matter. 
r·-fh 
DATED this "/ day of /Vt,v~ber, 2012. 
,~ue_ fdkA(cl'~ 
John Patrick Luster 
District Judge 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing DECISION AND 
ORDER RE: PLAINTIFFS' SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND 
DEFENDANTS' SECOND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT was sent by U.S. 
~il, postage prepaid, sent by facsimile transmission, or sent by interoffice mail on the 
~day of e;/~2012 to the following: 
Scott Poorman 
Attorney at Law 
Fax: (208) 772-6811 
Susan P. Weeks 
James Vernon and Weeks 
Fax: (208) 664-1684 
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.Tames, V emon & Weeks, P .A. 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-0683 
Facsimile: (208) 664-1684 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife. 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants. 
CASE NO. CV-ll-2136 
NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE OF RULE 68 
OFFER OF JUDGMENT ON 
COUNTERCLAIM 
Counter Claimants, Jeff D. Owen and Karen A. Owen. husband and wife, file this 
acceptance of Rule 68 Offer of Judgment on their trespass counterclaim and ask the Court to 
enter judgment based on the same. On November 19, 2012, Counter Defendant served the 
attached Offer of Judgment on Defendants trespass counterclaim .. On November 20, 2012, the 
parties verbally agreed that Counter Claimants would accept this offer of judgment in addition to 
other terms agreed to between the parties. On November 21, 2012, Counter Defendants filed a 
written Notice of Acceptance of the offer of judgment conditioned upon the mutually agreed 
upon tenns. 
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Therefore, the final judgment in this matter shall include the offer of judgment as set 
forth in the attached offer of judgment. 
Dated this 21 ',~,.day ofNovember 2012 
JAMES, VERNON & WEEKS, P.A. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
,,d-
1 hereby certify that on the~/ day ofNovember 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Scott L. Poorman 
Scott L Poorman, P.C. 
8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Hayden, ID 83835 
0 
D 
~· 
U.S. Mail 
Han.d Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Telecopy (FAX) (208) 772-6811 
tiL.~~~~· 
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Scott L. Poom.1a11, lSB #4701 
SCOTT L. POOPJviAN1 P.C. 
8884 No:rli, . .J ... ,es: ... ment Way1 s·,,J.te:::: 
Post Office Bvx 2i,'71 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: (20~.) 772-6800 
.F acsimik t,2.• . .JB) 'i '12-68 i i 
Atto.rney f(11· plaintiffs 
JAMES VERN 
ll·f THE DISTR.Ic·.r COt.JRT OF THE FIRS I' J'UDIClU DISTRICT 
OF Y.'trE STATE OF IDAJiO,l}; A~TJ FOR THE COUNTY OF KOO J,l::NAl 
BRENT KEGf~:\ UK~ MOUI:1..A r.tEu.").N> 
husbattd atu:.l \~He~ 
Plaintiffs, 
v. 
JEFF D. ·~Y~\7;.}.~ ''"'"d KAREN A O';YEN, 
husband an,j ·.•,1fC:, 
Defendants. 
Cas~ No. CV 11 .. 2136 
f'Jaindffs' Otier of Judgmell11 on 
L•eft:Ucll<ll.n.t-s' T1respa..~ 
Cou.nterclaim 
I.R..C.P. 52 
PAGE 03/04 
EXHIBIT 
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counterc.lai.ro. fo:r T~espas$ in the.: amo;,,n.t of One Thousand Five Hundred One Doliarr,, 
.. --~-·---·-·--·--"'­
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Susan P. Weeks,# 4255 
James, Vernon & Weeks, P.A. 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 814 
Telephone: (208) 667-0683 
Facsimile: (208) 664~ 1684 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAifO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs, · 
vs. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants. 
CASENO. CV-11-2136 
ORDER GRANTING LEAVE TO FILE 
TRESPASS COUNTERCLAIM 
The Defendants' Motion to Amend to Add a Counterclaim for Trespass came before the 
Court for hearing on March 29, 2012. Following oral argument on the motion, the Court granted 
leave to Defetldants to file their trespass counterclaim as presented in their motion. 
NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendants are grar.Jted leave to 
file the trespass counterclaim previously presented to the Court . 
. .,t-.... 
DATED this zf( day ofNovember, 2012. 
JO~~!._)vf?~ 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on~ day of November, 2012, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Scott L. Poorman 
Scott L Poorman, P .C. 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Ma.il 8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Hayden, ID 83835 Telecopy (F . (208) 772-6811 
Susan P. Weeks 
1626 Lin.coln Way 
Coeur d 'Alen.e, ID 83 814 
U.S. Mail 
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Susan P. Weeks,# 4255 
James, Vernon & Weeks, P.A. 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Al.ene,ID 83814 
Tel~.Pho:n~: (2QB) 6~7 ~Q68~ 
Facsimile: (208) 664-1684 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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STAlE OF IDPJ-10 } SS 
COUNT f OF f\OOTENAl 
FILFD: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants, 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants/Counter claimants, 
vs. 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants. 
CASE NO. CV-ll~2136 
COUNTERCLAIM 
1. Defendants JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, husban.d and wife, (hereafter 
''OWEN'') are residents of Kootenai County, Idaho. 
2. Plaintiffs BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, husband and wife, (hereafter 
--------~"R~~~o~A~N~. ~1~&~~~~1-c~na~i~C~ou~n~zy~,~Id~a~ho~-~----------------------------------
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I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
3. Jurisdiction is proper pursuant to J.C. § 5-514. 
4. Venue is proper in Kootenai County pursuant to I.C. § 5-404. 
II. FACTS 
5. The Court entered a partial summary judgment in this matter on September 29, 2011 
verifying the Plaintiffs' the right to use the easement across rhe north thirty feet of the OWEN 
parcel for roadway and all utility purposes. 
6. Near the west end of the easement, the easement area had some old rotted trees 
lying in it that had fallen down through. the years. 
7. On or about Saturday, October 1, 2011, Brent Regan opened his fence line up 
along the west boundary of our. property aqjacent to the easement across Defendants' property 
and entered the easement area with a backhoe. 
PAGE 02/06 
8. Brent Reagan knocked down some branches from the easement area. He moved 
these branches and the rotted trees off the easement onto Defendants' property outside the 
easement area without Defendants' permission. 
9. Defendants called the Kootenai County Sheriff to report the trespass. Upon. the 
deputy sheriffs arrival, Defendants informed them that they did not want Brent Regan to go 
outside the easement boundaries with .his equipment, and objected to him pushing construction 
debris onto their property. 
10. Defendants were informed by Plaintiffs' agent l.f they wanted the logs that 
Plaintiffs intended removing during development of the easement they would have to say so or 
they would otherwise be hauled off. Plaintiffs' agent represented that slash from the tree 
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removal wou1d be burned on site under an approved burn permit and the stumps would be hauled 
off. 
11. Defendants informed Plaintiffs' agent they wanted the logs. 
12. Plaintiffs did n.ot inquire where to place the logs. 
13. On or about October 20, 2011, Plaintiffs and/or their agent(s) dumped broken 
pieces of tree and tree debris on Defendants' property in a yard area where they were 
overseeding without consulting with Defendants. This area was outside the easement area. 
14. Plaintiffs were told by Defendants to remove the tree debris from Defendants' 
yard and refused to do so. 
15. Defendants removed the tree debris back to the easement area and informed 
Plaintiffs' agent that it was n.ot acceptable to place their construction debris on Defendants' 
property. 
16. Plaintiffs and/or their agent(s) returned the debris to Defendants' yard outside the 
easement area. 
17. Plaintiffs and/or their agent(s) have caused construction debris to slough off into 
the orphan parcel during the development of the easement area. 
18. Plaintiffs and/or their agent(s) have crossed the orphan parcel with vehicles and 
damaged the vegetation and rutted the land. 
III. FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
TRESPASS 
19. Defendant incorporates in this cause of action paragraphs 1 through 18 herein as 
though fully set out i.n. this cause of action at length. 
20. Plaintiffs and each of them willfully trespassed upon Defendants' property outside 
the easement area 
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21. Such conduct was without lawful authority and constitutes a trespass under 
common law and Idaho code Section 6-202; Plaintiffs seek remedies as provided under common 
law and statute, including but not limited to treble damages and attomey fees. 
22. As a direct and proximate resu.lt of Plaintiffs' trespass, Defendants' have incurred 
damages. 
WHEREFORE, Defendants pray for judgment against Plaintiffs in an amotlllt as will 
sufficiently compensate Defendants for damages sustained, along with reasonable costs, interest, 
attorney's fees and such other relief as the Court may deem appropriate, specifically including, 
but not limited to: 
1. A Permanent Injllnction. restraining the Defendants from further trespass 
upon, and h1terfe:rence with, the .Plaintiffs' quiet enjoyment of Plaintiffs' Real 
Property outside the easement area; 
2. Compensation for damages caused by Plaintiffs' trespasses on .Plaintiffs' 
Real Property outside the easement area, including cost of repairs; 
3. Reasonable attorney's fees and costs, including statutory attorney's fees 
and costs pursuant to I. C. §6·202, § 12-121, I.R.C.P. 54 at'l.d any other applicable law; 
4. Such other and further relief, including statutory, general and special 
relief, at law and in equity, to which Plaintiffs are justly entitled. 
DATED this 2{311-day of /1{;ve"tn.6 (/L , 2012. 
JAMES, VERNON & WEEKS, P.A. 
By: .~ @·~ak 
Susan. P. Weeks 
Attorneys for: Defendants 
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2 l. Such conduct was without lawful authority and constitutes a trespass under 
common law and Idaho code Section 6-202; Defendants seek remedies as provided under 
common law and statute, including but not limited to treble damages and attorney fees. 
22. As a direct and pro xi mate rcsull of Plaintiffs' trespass, Defendants' have 1 nctmed 
damages. 
WHEREFORE, Defendants pray for judgment against Plaintiffs in an amolmt as will 
sufficiently compensate Defendants for damages sustained, along with reasonable cost~, interest, 
attorney's fees and such other rc.liel'as the Court may deem appropriate. specifically including, 
but not limited to: 
1. A Permanent .Injunction restraining the .Plainti.ff.o; from further trespass 
upon, and interference with. the Defendants' quiet e1~joyment of Defendants' Real 
Property outside the easement area; 
2. Compensation for damages caused by Plaintiffs' trespasses on 
Defendants' Real Property outside the casement area, including cost of repairs~ 
3. Reasonable attorney's .fees and costs. including statutory attorney's fees 
and costs pursuant to l.C. §6-202, § 12-121, J.R.C.P. 54 and any other applicable law; 
4. Such other and further relief. including statutory. general and special 
l'elief. at law and in equity. to which Defendants are justly entitled. 
DATED tbis. 2.9~day of_.~ve~.ca_, 2012. 
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JAMES, VERNON & WEEKS. P.A. 
By:~ g !J/;rz~ 
Susan P. Weeks 
Attorneys tor: Detcndants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on thea(_..A:Jty of 1/'4/lfJfi/;.,.PA 2012, I caused to be served a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument by the method indicated below, an.d addressed 
to the following: 
Scott L. Poorman 
Scott L Poorman, P.C. 
0 
0 
U.S. Mail 
Han.d Delivered 
Overnight Mail 8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Hayden, ID 83835 ~ Telecopy (FAX) (208) 772-6811 
rJL4.£. L~ f:I~A(e..! 
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Scott L. Poorman, ISB #4701 
SCOTT L. POORMAN, P.C. 
8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Post Office Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: (208) 772-6800 
Facsimile: (208) 772-6811 
Attorney for plaintiffs 
STATE OF IC..;..Ho l 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI7SS 
FIL.ED: 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs, 
v. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV 11-2136 
JUDGMENT 
Based upon the Court's Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
entered on September 29, 2011; the Court's Decision and Order Re: Plaintiffs' Second Motion 
for Summary Judgment and Defendants' Second Motion for Summary Judgment entered on 
November 7, 2012; the defendants' acceptance ofthe plaintiffs' Offer of Judgment on the 
defendants' trespass counterclaim; the parties' Stipulation for Dismissal of Contempt Claims; 
and other good cause appearing: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED as follows: 
1. The legal description of the defendants' real property as originally stated in the Warranty 
Deed recorded on December 28, 1988 as Kootenai County Instrument No. 1137747 is corrected 
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and reformed to include the real property identified herein as the "Orphan Parcel" and shall read 
as follows: 
All that portion of the Northwest quarter of Section 34, Township 50 
North, Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai County, State of Idaho, more 
particularly described as follows: 
Commencing at the Northeast corner of the Northwest quarter of said 
_Section 3_4, thence South 00 o 25' 2 6" West along the East line of the 
Northwest quarter, a distance of 680.98 feet to a point distant 
North 00°25'26" East 1955.43 feet from the Southeast corner of the 
Northwest quarter of said Section 34, thence North 89°22'06" West a 
distance of 660.00 feet to the True Point of Beginning of this 
description; thence continue North 89°22'06" West, a distance of 
660.00 feet; thence North 00°25'26" East a distance of 680.00 feet 
more or less to a point on the North line of said Northwest quarter; 
thence South 89°07' 48" East along the North line of said Northwest 
quarter, a distance of 660.00 feet more or less to a point of 
intersection with a line drawn North 00°25'26" East from the point 
of beginning; thence South 00°25'26" West, a distance of 680.00 more 
or less to the Point of Beginning. 
TOGETHER WITH: 
That certain part of South half of Southwest quarter of Section 27, 
Township 50 North, Range 3 West, Boise Meridian, Kootenai County, 
Idaho, lying South of a parcel of land as described in a Warranty 
Deed recorded March 24, 1988 as Instrument No. 1112028, records of 
Kootenai County, Idaho, and also lying South of a parcel of land 
described in a Warranty Deed recorded June 5, 1989 as Instrument 
No. 1150484, records of Kootenai County, Idaho and lying East of a 
parcel of land described in a Warranty Deed recorded April 30, 1999 
as Instrument No. 1586858, records of Kootenai County, Idaho. 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM that parcel of land as described in a Warranty 
Deed recorded December 28, 1988 as Instrument No. 1137749, records 
of Kootenai County, Idaho. 
Reserving therefrom an easement for roadway and all utility purposes 
over, under, across and along the North 30 feet of said property for 
the benefit of Grantors, their heirs, successors and assigns. Upon 
the request of Grantors, Grantees agree to deed said northerly 30 
feet to the appropriate municipal entity if Grantors desire to 
dedicate said 30 feet to the public for roadway and related 
purposes. 
2. The express easement reserved over the North thirty (30) feet of the above-described real 
property is appurtenant to and for the benefit of that portion of the plaintiffs' real property 
described in Exhibit A attached and incorporated herein; 
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3. The plaintiffs are declared to be the successors-in-interest to the easement rights reserved 
in Kootenai County Instrument No. 1137747 as corrected and reformed above; 
4. The plaintiffs, and their heirs, successors and assigns, shall have the right to use the 
easement reserved over the North thirty (30) feet of the defendants' real property described 
above for the purposes set forth in Kootenai County Instrument No. 1137747, and without 
hindrance or obstruction from the defendants or the defendants' successors; 
5. The plaintiffs are entitled to a full and immediate refund ofthe $10,000 cash bond 
deposited with the Clerk of the Court; 
6. The defendants are awarded Judgment on the defendants' counterclaim for trespass in the 
amount of One Thousand Five Hundred One Dollars ($1 ,50 1.00) inclusive of all damages, costs 
and attorney fees; and 
7. The preliminary injunction entered on June 19, 2012 shall remain in effect pending any 
appeal ofthis Judgment. 
John Luster, District Judge 
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Clerk's Certificate of Delivery 
I hereby certify that on the 7 day of January, 2013, a true and accurate copy ofthe foregoing 
JUDGMENT was delivered as follows: 
0 U.S. mail postage paid 
~ax transmission 
0 hand delivery 
~~.S. mail ~os:age paid 
ax transmiSSion 
0 hand delivery 
JUDGMENT 
Susan P. Weeks 
James, Vernon & Weeks, P A 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814-2971 
Fax: 664- !fo48\\9.~ 
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Exhibit A 
PARCEL II: 
A tract of land In Sections 27, 28 and 34 all in Township 50 North, 
Range 3 W.B.M., Kootenai County, Idaho, and more particularly 
described as follows: 
Be~inning at the Northwest corner of said Section 34; thence South 
00°28'27" West along the West line of the Northwest quarter said 
Section 34 a distance of 692.12 feet; thence South 89°22'06" East a 
distance of 445.88 feet; thence South 00°29'37" West a distance of 
947.36 feet to the Intersection with the Northerly right-of-way of the 
County Road; thence South 89°22'06" East along the right of way a 
distance of 1336.62 feet; thence North 00°33'07" East a distance of 
947.35 feet; thence North 89°22'06" West a distance of 428.28 feet; 
thence North 00°25'26" East a distance of 716.49 feet to Point "A" for 
this description; thence North 89°07'47" West a distance of 183.40 
feet to a point of curve; thence along a 400.00 foot radius curve to 
the left a distance of 97.97 feet to Point "B" for this description, 
curve chord bears South 83°51'13" West a distance of 97.73 feet; 
thence North 01°33'55" East a distance of 798.39 feet; thence South 
89°07'43" east a distance of 264.57 feet; thence North 01°33'57" East 
a distance of 515.10 feet; thence North 89°16'28" West a distance of 
996.30 feet; thence North 01°53'12" East a distance of 634.56 feet to 
the Intersection with the Southerly right of way of the County Road; 
thence North 89°20'52" West along said right of way a distance of 
300.92 feet to the Intersection with the Easterly right of way of the 
County Road; thence South 01°59'38" West along said right of way a 
distance of 634.21 feet; thence North 89°16'28" West a distance of 
30.01 feet to Point "C" for this description; thence South 01°59'39" 
West a distance of 38.48 feet to a point of curve; thence along a 
750.00 foot radius curve to the right a distance of 198.58 feet, curve 
chord bears South 09°34'45" West a distance of 198.00 feet; thence 
South 17°09'51" West a distance of 280.46 feet to Point "D" for this 
description; thence North 89°40'59" West a distance of 568.64 feet to 
the Intersection with the West line of Lot 5, First Addition to 
Sunnyside; thence South 01°50'44" West along the West line of Lot 5 
and Lot 12, said First Addition to Sunnyside a distance of 804.60 feet 
to the Intersection with the North line of the County right of way; 
thence North 89°59'14" East along said right of way a distance of 
666.25 feet to the Intersection with the West line of the Southwest 
quarter said Section 27; thence South 01°59'39" West a distance of 
25.02 feet to the Point of Beginning. 
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Susan P. Weeks,# 4255 
James, V emon & Weeks, P .A. 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Telephone: (208) 667-0683 
Facsimile: (208) 664-1684 
E-mail: sweeks@jvwlaw.net 
STAr£ OF IDAHO I ss 
COUNTY OF KOOTENAtf 
FILED: { ) c.J: fS' 3 
2013 MAR 21 PH ~: 49 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KOOTENAI 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs/Respondents, 
vs. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants/ Appellants, 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/ Appellants, 
vs. 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants/Respondents. 
CASE NO. CV-2011-2136 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Hon. John P. Luster presiding 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED PLAINTIFFS/COUNTERDEFENDANTS, BRENT 
REGAND and MOURA REGAN, AND THE PARTIES' ATTORNEY, SCOTT L. 
POORMAN, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named Appellants, Jeff D. Owen and Karen A. Owen, appeal against 
the above-named Respondents, Brent Regan and Moura Regan, to the Idaho 
Supreme Court from the February 7, 2013 Final Judgment entered in the matter. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL: 1 
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2. Appellants have a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court and the judgment 
described in Paragraph 1 is an appealable order under and pursuant to Rule 
11(a)(1), Idaho Appellate Rules. 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the Appellants then intend 
to_assert in the_appeal; provided, suchJisLofissues_on_appeaLshalLnot-pre:v:enLthe 
Appellants from asserting other issues on appeal: 
(a) Did the District Court err in granting its second summary judgment to 
Counterclaimants/Cross-Claimants on the grounds enunciated therein? 
4. No order has been entered sealing all or any portion of the record. 
5. The Appellants request the preparation of the following portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
100 pages); 
a. 9/29/2011 Summary Judgment Hearing (Anne MacManus Brownell)(under 
b. 3/29/2012 Motions for Summary Judgment and Relief from Pretrial Order 
(Kerri Veare)(under 100 pages); 
c. 4/25/2012 Motion to Compel (Valerie Nunemacher)(under 100 pages); 
d. 5/24/2012 Motion in Limine (Anne MacManus Brownell)(under 100 pages); 
e. 5/31/2012 Preliminary Injunction (Amy Wilkins- CDA Reporting)( over 
100 pages); 
f. 6/4/2012 Preliminary Injunction (Amy Wilkins- CDA Reporting)( over 100 
pages); 
g. 9113/2012 Motion for Summary Judgment (Keri Veare)(under 100 pages); 
and 
NOTICE OF APPEAL: 2 
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h. 10/02/2012 Motion for Summary Judgment (Keri Veare)(under 100 pages). 
6. The Appellants request the electronic scan form of the Clerk's records pursuant to 
I.A.R. 27(b). 
7. I certify: 
(b) That the clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated fee for 
preparation of the reporter's transcript and clerk's record. 
(c) The appellate filing fee has been paid. 
(d) Service has been made upon all the parties required to be served pursuant 
to Idaho Appellate Rule 20. 
DATED this 21st day of March, 2013. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL: 3 
JAMES, VERNON & WEEKS, P.A. 
By ~QrJL~ 
Susan P. Weeks 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 21st day of March, 2013, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Scott L. Poorman 
.. Scott.L Eoorman,J> .C. 
8884 North Government Way, Suite E 
Hayden, ID 83 83 5 
Keare Veare 
Amy Wilkins 
Coeur d'Alene Reporting 
401 Front Ave., Ste. 215 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 
Anne MacManus Brownell 
c/o Karlene Behringer 
Trial Court Administrator 
P.O. Box 9000 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83816 
NOTICE OF APPEAL: 4 
~ 
D 
D 
D 
cg/ 
D 
D 
D 
~ 
D 
D 
D 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
- ------ --------
Overnight Mail 
Telecopy (FAX) (208) 772-6811 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Telecopy (FAX) 
U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Telecopy (FAX) 
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TO: 
Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court/Court of Appeals 
P.O. Box 83720-0101 
Boise, ID 83720-0101 
FAX: 1-208-334-2616 
SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO: 40840 
KOOTENAI COUNTY NO.: 2011-2136 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs-Respondents, 
vs. 
JEFF OWEN and KAREN OWEN, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants-Appellants. 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on May 2, 2013, the 
Appeal Transcript of Summary Judgment 9/29/11 and Motion 
in Limine 5/24/12 was lodged in the above-referenced 
case, consisting of 28 pages with the District Court 
Clerk of the County of Kootenai in the First Judicial 
District. 
Anne Brownell 
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' 
CDA Reporting 
Court Reporters 
Serving Idaho & Washington 
Fax 208.676.8903 
Toll Free 888.894.CDAR 
2013 11.'\Y 14 i1.H 8: t1gffice@cdareporting.com 
www. cdareporting. com 208.765.3666 (ID) - 509.703.6600 (WA) 
May 13, 2013 
TO: Clerk of the Courts 
Idaho Supreme Court Building 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
Fax: 208-334-2616 
DOCKET SUPREME COURT NO: 40848 
CV-11-2136 
(JEFF D. OWEN, et al., 
( Defendant/Appellant,, 
( 
( vs. 
( 
(BRENT FORD REGAN, et al., 
( 
( Plaintiff/Respondent. 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION HEARING-5/31/12 & 6/4/12 
Notice is hereby given that on May 13, 2013, I lodged an original 
transcript, totaling 404 pages, and three copies, for the above-referenced appeal with 
the District Court Clerk of the County of Kootenai in the First Judicial District. 
) <J . /~ c - ./-r /J /)_ ~J._.{t·d-/£t--(./ / .~ ·:fi d' ?L-( -
·-"7 ;"fSignatu.re of Reporter) l/ 
~Am~i ..<__, t:teUt~ ,2?:"1 3-= 
Perso nab/e ... Depen dab/e ... Flexible 
Bank ofAmerica Building- 401 Front Avenue, Suite 215- Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814
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May. 13. 2 0 13 1 0 : 2 9 AM CD A Rep o r t i n g Co u rt Rep o r t e r s No. 2318 P. 1 
CDA Reporting STATE l.lr IL. ;,riG LSS 
Court Reporters 
Serving Idaho & Washington 
208.765.3666 (ID)- 509.703.6600 (WA) 
COUNTY OF f\OOTENA!( 
FILED: Fax 208.676.8903 
~ M I()· I r Toll Free 888.89~.CDAR 
" 0 · o office@cdareportmg.com 
www.cdareporting.com 
May 13,2013 
TO: Clerk of the Courts 
Idaho Supreme Court Building 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
Fax: 208-334-2616 
DOCKET SUPREME COURT NO: 40848 
CV-11-2136 
(JEFF D. OWEN, et al., 
( Defendant/Appellant .. 
( 
. ( vs. 
( 
(BRENT FORD REGAN, et al., 
( 
( Plaintiff/Respondent. 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION HEARING-5/31/12 & 6/4/12 
Notice is hereby given that on May 13, 2013, I lodged an original 
transcript, totaling 404 pages, and three copies, for the above-referenced appeal with 
the District Court Clerk of the County of Kootenai in the First Judicial District. 
'--' ftt-/lv& /&__ ·. -~~ tw-
· ···-;I J. ignature of Reporter) 
v~Tta /~ ,io;~ 
Date !J1= 7 
Personable ...Dependable... Flexible 
Bank of America Building- 401 Front Avenue, Suite 215 ·Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
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TO: Clerk of the Courts 
Idaho Supreme Court Building 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83 720-0101 
Fax 208-334-2616 
April25, 2012- Motion to Compel 
ilf:,. :_ ·~' iuAHO · , 
C( .,, ... ., --. >'r JUr-i i r u;· XOOTF 'lA I 1 .;~ 
FILED: . 
2013tt!~:Y 3 AH 8:27 
DOCKET NO. 40848 
(BRENTREGANandMOURA 
(REGAN, husband and wife, 
( Plaintiffs/Respondents, 
( 
( vs. 
( 
(JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. 
( OWEN, husband and wife, 
( 
( Defendants/ Appellants. 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on May 2, 2013, I lodged an 
original transcript, totaling 32 pages, and three copies, for the 
above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of the 
County of Kootenai in the First Judicial District. 
~ ' rJc~nuA~~ 
VALERIE NUNEMACHER 
~ ... .)..--}~ 
·--/ (7 ../ 
Date 
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TO: Clerk of the Courts 
Idaho Supreme Court Building 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
Fax 208-334-2210 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, ) 
husband and wife, ) 
) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-Respondents, ) 
2013 APR 30 PH 2: 25 
vs. )DOCKET NO. 40848 
) 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, husband ) 
and wife, ) 
) 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-Appellants. ) 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on April 30, 2013, I 
lodged an original transcript entitled "Motion for Summary 
Judgment," dated October 2, 2012, totaling 34 pages, and 
three copies, for the above-referenced appeal with the 
District Court Clerk of the County of Kootenai in the First 
Judicial District, Kootenai County Case No. CV-11-2136. 
Keri Veare, Official Court Reporter, 
dated April 30, 2013. 
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TO: 
SlA: ll.:f IDAHO ~ ss 
Clerk of the Courts COUNTY OF KOOTENAif" 
Idaho Supreme Court Building FILED: 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 ZOI3 APR 30 PH 2: 25 
Fax 208-334-2210 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, tl, v 
husband and wife, ) 
) 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-Respondents, ) 
vs. )DOCKET NO. 40848 
) 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, ) 
husband and wife, ) 
) 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-Appellants. ) 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on April 30, 2013, I 
lodged an original transcript entitled "Motion for Summary 
Judgment," dated September 13, 2012, totaling 27 pages, and 
three copies, for the above-referenced appeal with the 
District Court Clerk of the County of Kootenai in the First 
Judicial District, Kootenai County Case No. CV-11-2136. 
~~~ 
Keri Veare, Official Court Reporter, 
dated April 30, 2013. 
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TO: Clerk of the Courts 
Idaho Supreme Court Building 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
Fax 208-334-2210 
BRENT REGAN and MOURA REGAN, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-Respondents, 
vs. 
JEFF D. OWEN and KAREN A. OWEN, husband 
and wife, 
2013 flPR 30 Pl1 2: 26 
) 
) 
)DOCKET NO. 40848 
) 
) 
) 
) 
~D~e~f~e~n~d~a~n __ t_s_-_C_o_u_n_t_e __ r_c_l_a_i_m_a_n_t_s __ -_A~p~p_e_l_l_a_n _ t_s_. _____ ) 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on April 30, 2013, I 
lodged an original transcript entitled "Motions for Summary 
Judgment and Relief from Pretrial Order," dated March 29, 
2012, totaling 15 pages, and three copies, for the 
above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of the 
County of Kootenai in the First Judicial District, Kootenai 
County Case No. CV-11-2136. 
Official Court Reporter, 
30, 2013. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Brent Regan and Moura Regan, 
husband and wife, 
vs. 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-
Respondents, 
JeffD. Owen and Karen A. Owen, 
Husband and wife, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-
Appellants 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUPREME COURT 
CASE NO. 40848-2013 
I, Clifford T. Hayes, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State ofldaho, in and for 
the County of Kootenai, do hereby certifY that the above and foregoing record in the above entitled cause 
was compiled and bound under my direction as, and is a true, full and correct record of the pleadings and 
documents under Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
I further certifY exhibits were offered in this case and will be duly lodged with the clerk of the Supreme 
Court. I certifY that the Attorneys for the Appellant and Respondent were notified that the Clerk's Record 
was complete and ready to be picked up, or if the attorney is out of town, the copies were mailed by U.S. 
mail, postage prepaid on the 25th day of April, 2013. 
I do further certifY that the Clerk's Record will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court. 
In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said Court at Kootenai County, 
Idaho this 25th day April, 2013. 
CLIFFORD T. HAYES 
Clerk of the District Court 
By~[)p~ 
eputy Clerk 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Brent Ragan and Moura Regan, 
husband and wife, 
vs. 
Plaintiffs-Counterdefendants-
Respondents, 
Jeff D. Owen and Karen A. Owen, 
husband and wife, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants-
Appellants, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
SUPREME COURT 
CASE NO. 40848-2013 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Clifford T. Hayes, Clerk ofthe District Court ofthe First Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Kootenai, do hereby certify that I have personally 
served or mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the Clerk's Record to each of the 
Attorneys of record in this cause as follows: 
Scott L Poorman 
PO Box 2871 
Hayden, ID 83 83 5 
Susan P Weeks 
1626 Lincoln Way 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 814 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have unto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said Court this 25th day of April, 2013. 
Clifford T. Hayes 
Clerk of District Court 
